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HtSGOCK, Frank, American iMi^ator: Ix 
Pompey, Onondaga County, N. Y.. 6 Sept. 1834; 
d 18 June 1914. In 18SS he was admitted (o 
the bar, in 1860-63 was district attorney of 
Onondaga County, and in 1867 a member of 
the State conslitutional convention of New 
Yoik He was a Republican representative in 
Congress in 187*-87, and obtained recognition 
as a party leader and speaker. In 1887-93 he 
was United States senator from New York 
and chairman of the appropriations committees 
aad then relumed to professional practice. 

HISPANIA, hls-pi'nt-a. See Spain. 

HISSAR, one of the mailed catfishes of 
northern South America, noted for its 
monogamous habits, and the fact the e^s, a 
few at a timt are voided by the female into a 
pouch made Dy the folded membranes of her 
ventral fins. Here they are fertilized by the 
male, and then are taken by the faithful jait to 
a secluded place and deposited- This opera- 
tion is repeated until about 250 eggs jre ^aced 
in the nest which is then guardedT The hissar 
and several other species belong to the genus 
Callichlhys. 

HISTOLOOY, the science of animal and 
vegetable tissues. It invest^tes by means of 
the microscope the various tissues of man, ani- 
mals and plants in their anatomical relations 



organs and systems of the body; normal his- 
tology deals with the healthy tissues; and 
patkoloKical histology investigates the changes 
they undergo in disease. Marie Francois Xavier 
Bichat (1771-1802) is generally credited with 
the foundation of the science of histology. Un- 
fotunately the imperfect condition of the 
microscope in his time prevented Bichat and his 
contemporaries from carrying their investiga- 
tins to the point which Schleiden, Schwann, 
Johann Miiller, Virchow, Von RecUinghausen, 
Cohnheim, etc., have reached. It has been 
found thai all structures however complex are 
made up of cells, and that the parts of a body 
may be resolved into a small number of ele- 
mentary tissues now grouped as: (1) epithel- 
ium, which lines almost all 'the cavities of the 
Ikm^ and is directly or indirectiy in communi- 
cation with the atmosphere; (2) the nerve 
tissues, which as nerve cells originate and 
nervous fibres transmit all nervous impulses; 
(3^ muscle, which produces motion whether 
voluntary or involuntary; (4) glandular tissue 
which consists of cells stanmng in close relation 
with the blood-vessels which take from the 
blood certain substances and secrete (hem; (5) 
' connective substances which support and hold 
together the more delicate and important struc- 
tures, especially forniii^ the cartilages and 
bones. See Plants, Structobe of. 

Many tissues have the power of repuring 
miuries that happen to them. This power is 
called regeneration, and is found especially 
In the lower animals, in polyps, worms and in 
many amphibious creatures and reptiles. In 
other cases the lesion is supplied by a new 
^owth of connective substance. In diseases 
'be tissues undergo many changes and many of 
mese diseases in the organism are shown also 
by the changing of color. The science of snch 
chanpej i.; generally callfd pathnlocical bis- 
ttlf^y. I, i( a comparatively youn? science 



and has been cultivated by Virchow, who was 
the founder of cellular pathology. 

Vegetable histology is that department of 
botany which deals with microscopic phytotomy 
or tile anatomy of plants, especially investigat- 
ing the plant cells and plant tissues. It is prop, 
erly subordinate to morpholon' and is a dis- 
tinctively descriptive science. It deals with the 
t^uestion in what relation the celts or forms of 
tissue stand to the vital activity of plants, what 
functions tiiey perform, and in what respect 
they are constituted for the fulfilling of those 
functions. (Compare CyioloCv). Owing to 
the excessive minuteness of the cells which 
form the tissues of all plants the investigation 
relies almost entirely on the microscope, and 
naturally has made its advance in proportion as 
the microscope has been made more perfect. 
Microscopes that are now used ma^ify at 
least 1,000 diameters, and the matenals used 
have to be carefully prepared and mounted. 
Many of them have to be colored with 
haematoxylin, fuchsin, saffranin, and other 
alcohfdic or aqueous dyes. Consult Bailey. F. 
R., <Text-Book of HistoJogy> (4th ed., Nev* 
York 1913) ; Chamberlain, C. T., 'Metiiodi in 
Plant Histology' (2d ed.. Chicago 1905) ; Lee, 
A. B., <Microtomist's Vade-mecum> (6th ed., 
Philadelphia 1905) ; Strasburger, E.. <Hand- 
book of Practical BoUny' (7th ed., New York 
1911); Delafield and Prudden, 'Handbook of 
Pathological Anatomy and Histology' (9th ed., 
New York 1911). 

HISTORICAL DBTERHIHISH. See 

HISTORICAL GEOLOGY, that branch 
of the subject that deals with the orderly treat- 
ment of the events of the past, chroDologically. 
and with due regard to cause and effect. It 
includes Paleontology (qv-) and Stratigraphy 
(q.v.). See section on Stratigraphy in the 
article on Geology. See also Pai.bozoic Cam- 
brian, Carbon iFoiuus, etc. 

HISTORICAL SCHOOL OF ECONOM- 
ICS. Sec Exxamuict. 

HISTORY, ITS RISE AHD DEVBL- 
OPHBNT: A Survey of the Progress of 
HiBtorical Writing from Ita Origina to the 
Present Day. 

I. The Natuhe of Hmtmv. 

1. HeaniBg of the Term.— The term Hit- 
tory, in popular usage, has been ^Lpplied to two 
somewhat different concepts. It is often used 
to designate the sum total of human activities, 
and it is when used in this sense (hat one often 
hears die remark at a particularly active or 
critical period in human events that inow 
history is being made." A more common usage 
is that which regards history as the record of 
the events rather than as (he events th^'m- 
selves. In this latter generally accepted con- 
notation given to the term hfstory, two defini- 
tions may be offered. In an objective sense 
history is, to use the words of Professor 
Robinson, 'all we know about everything man 
has ever done, or thotight, or hoped, or felt.* 
Subjectively or psyrfiologtcally expressed, his- 
tory may be regarded as a record of all that 
has occnrred within the realm of human con- 
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by some, particularly in earlier periods, as 
primarily an art — a branch of literature. By 
3 continually increasing number of audiorities 
it ha^ tended, however, in its modern form, to 
be considered as in the roain a genetic social 
science, which is concerned with reconstruct- 
ing the past thoughts and activities of human- 
ity. In the present article history will be re- 
l^rded in the sense of a science rather thin as 
an art. Qt is the thesis of the writer that his- 
tory canlay no more claim to being an art 
than any other branch of social science and 
that white artistic achievement may be desired 
in history it b quite subordinate in importance 
to scientific accuracy and constructive thought. 
In fact, progress in historical writing may al' 
most be regarded as a development from an art 
to a science. It is this which constitutes the 
progress from Livy to Ranke or from Herodo- 
tus to Gardiner. 

2. Fallacy ol the Term Fn-hiBtoric.— Be- 
fore ibe important developments in anthr(^»oloEy 
and pre-historic archsology, which have done 
so much to extend our Imowledge of human 
activiiies iu the distant past, it was the con- 
ventional practice to limit the term history to a. 
reconl of those events which were described or 
preserved in literary remains. Now, however, 
when archaeology tells one much more of cer- 
tain phases of the early life of man than was 
one known of even more recent periods 
ibU'U0t literary evidence, it is no longer ac- 
cur.ie nor lopcal to use the term ■pte-his- 
tori ,* unless it is employed to designate that 



no pusitive and tangible record, or unless one is 
limiting his conception to history as a branch 
of literature. In the place of Ae now gen- 
erally discarded and discredited term "prehis- 
toric* there has been substituted the concept of 
*p re-literary history,* as descriptive of the 
records of that period of human development 
wher.e the information is revealed by archieol- 
ogical rather than Uierafy evidenct In short, 
it has been a^eed that a fundamental fallacy 
and contradiction is involved in the use of the 
term ';ire-historic* for any period of which 
there IS any considerable record preserved, 
whether in writing or in the artifacts of daily 
life. With recent writers "pre-hisidric* has 
fiilbwed the term •pre-Adamite* intp that 
oblivion of discarded categioriCi which is being 
continually expanded as an'inevitahle result of 
the $;rowft of the kbowledge of human activi- 
ties in both time and space. 

Ii has been deemed madvisable at this point 
in the article to discuss the various interpre- 
tations of what history' means or should be 
mainly concerned with narratinif. It is in great 
part the ta«k of this whole article to reveal 
the diverse mterpretations of history, and this 
much deKn«d-problem of what history means 
or has been thought to mean will be shown in 
iis historical mutations and transformations. 

TI The Essential Preliminaues To the 
Okicin and Development of History. 
1. Archxology u the 'Threfhold" ol His- 
tory — Pre-literary History,— Having seen 
that history in the modem sense of the term 

■ back to the hcrrinin'" »* any record of 

■ '.(■ vliiniaie origin of hisioiy iu ih^.-c eaiiy 



artifacts which were suffidently distiactive in 
form and durable in material composition to 
have been preserved through the ages as evi- 
dence of what mankind was accomplishing in 
the vast expanse of time before Uie art of 
writing was mastered. History, thus, may 
prohaUy be said to have had its real ori^n in 
the disputed eolithic period, and the first his- 
torical document may be accurately held to 
have been the hrst indisputable eolith, or if the 
eolithic period be denied, the first definite 
pal eolith of the river drift period. 

Space does not here allow even the briefest 
risumi of that most interesting story of the 
early development of mankind as revealed by 
the artifacts which have been preserved. Hie 
thrilling evidences of man's uiterests and 
activities in that almost inmeasurable period of 
a quarter of a million years which are revealed 
by the "conp de poings" of the river drift 
period, the remarkable flaked flints of the cave 

Kriod, as well as the engraving on animal 
nes and the early paintings from such sites 
as Altamira and Pont-de-Gaume and the 



interest, for the complete treatment of which 
the reader muSLbe referred to the article on 
'Archaeology.' {^uffice it to say at this point 
that these archxological products of the pre- 
Uteraiy period mark the real threshold of his- 



"fi., 



can one, in the space, allotted to this 
article, do more than to refer to the oripn in 
modem times of the science of pre-historic 
archaeolt^fy, so inextricably connected with 
the work of such men as Boucher de Perthes, 
Sir John Evans, de Uortillet, Rutot, Dech^ette, 
Cartailhac, Breuil, Schmidt, Obermaier, 
Montelius, Feet, Schliemann and Sir Arthur 
Evans, and which has rediscovered what is, 
from the standpoint of the time which elapsed, 
the greater fjortion of human history. Even 
lr!i<i can be said concerning the work of f^log- 
like Lyell, Le Conte. Winchell, Soljas, 



and of anthropologists of the type of Tylon 
Avebury, McLennan, Morgan and their more 
critical successors, all of whom have recoi»> 
strutted the prevailing notions of the origin of 
the human race, of chronoloi^ and the eras 
of human development earlier fixed bj 

Julius Africanus, Eusebius, and Jerome, and 
ave made it possible for the present genera- 
tion to interpret the real significance of the 
archaeological remains, rather than being cotit- 
pelled to view them in rtie manner of earlier 
generations as "thunder stones,* or some other 
object of fancy and superstition. 

2. The Mtstery of the Art of WritinK'- 
Though the non-literary archaeological remains 
of early man are of the utmost aid and im- 
portance in reconstructing his modes of life and 
activity, no extensive or ample record of past 
events was possible until some progress had 
been made in the way of being able to give uni- 
form objective and permanent expression to 
human thought and action, in other words, until 
the art of wridng had been mastered. 

The obscure orijrins of the art of writing 
must be r^rded as dating hack to the picture 
writine which first appears on the implements 
and the cave walls of the middle and Iate< 
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aalfoUthic periods. Before these picto^mns; 
nowevcr, could be reprded as real wiitug, it 
was necessary that they should pass through 
diree well denned stages of development. In toe 
first place, the pictures had to become conven- 
tionalized, so that they always had the same 
appea ranee and designated the same object 
Next, it was necessary that they should not 
only refer to a concrete object, but also be- 
come the symbols of abstract conceptions. 
Fmally, it was essentia] that the conventional- 
ized symbols should pais into that stage where 
they combined a representation of an abstract 
conception and die sound iif the human voice. 
This last stage itself passed throu^ a num- 
ber of developments. In the simplest and 
most elementary form of tins ■sound writing* 
each symbol represented an entire word. Some 
languages such as the Chinesey have never 
passed b^ond this monosyllabic stage. Nor- 
mally, however, the symbrJs usually came to 
represent not a whole word but a syllable. 
Sooner or later, the various poasible soimds of 
the human voice were analyud and came-lo be 
represented by separate symbols or letters, and 
the alphabet thereby came into existence. The 
first known example of a true alphabet ap- 
peared among the Phoenicians about 1000 u-c 
Of its ori^ns little is known further than that 
the Phoenicians borrowed most of these signs 
from their neighbors in Egypt, Babylonia and 
Crete. The Phoenician alphabet contained 
twenty-two consonants and it remained for the 
Greeks later lo perfect the modern alphabet by 
adding the vowels. There seem to have been 
at least five independent centres of the oricnn of 
writing, namely, Crete, Egypt, Mesopotamia, 
China and Central America. 

Along with the mastery of the art of writ- 
ing went the provision of materials on which to 
set down the desired letters and words. Stone 
columns and walls and even the cl^ tablets of 
the Babylonians, whatever their virtues from 
the standpoint of permanence, were clumsy, 
awkward and restricted writing materials. The 
Egyptians solved the difRculIy by utilizing the 



for the use of those peoples where papyrus was 
not available. Paper, made originally from silk, 
first appeared among the Chinese about 200 B.C. 
The Arabs devised a p^er made from cotton 
fibre, about 750 a.d. Tnis was brought into 
Spain, where flax was substituted for cotton 
and the modem linen paper came into use 
about 1250.\ With the provision of an alphabet 
and writing materials, historical writing could 
begin that long course of development which 



fessor Breasted has well stated the importance 
of this step in the evolution of civilisation in 
ffeneral and of historical writing in particular, 
rThe invention of writing and of a convenient 
^^tem of_ records on paper has had a greater 
influence in uplifline the human race than any 
other intellectual achievement in the career of 
man. It was more important than all the bat- 
tles ever fought and all the constitutions ever 
devised.* Before a tr^ie historical perspective 
could develop, however, it was indispensable 
mat some method of measuring time should be 
discievered and a scientific system of chronology 
evolved. 



3. The Devdopment of the Cuic^tfoa of 
Time ani the Provinon of a Chronology.— 
Indispensable as some method of measuring 
time was for chronicling the thoughts and ac- 
tions of man, it was not for this purpose that 
the calendar was originally developed. As Pro- 
fessor Shotwell has remarked, and Professor 
Webster has shown in greater detail, it was the 
deeds of the gods and not of men that the 
early calendars were designed to fix and record. 
The methods of measuring time grew up about 
the need for determining the dates of tabooed 
or holy days and for fuung and recording the 
occurrence of unusual natural phenomena which 
were believed to have some religious signifi- 
cance. In other words, the concept of time was 
born with the dawn of the consciousness of the 
repetition of natural processes and phenomena 
and the necessity of differentiating between dayi 
on the basis of their particular virtue or quali-^ 
ties. The perfection of the methods of measur- 



ing ti 



J3l t 






until long after crude calendars ba(l~becn prOr 
vided for these religious uses that ibey were 
utilized lo fashion a chronology for recording 
historic events. 

The Mmplest and most primitive type of cal- 
endar was the limar calendar based on the 
phases of the moon. The basis was the lunar 
month of 29 and one-half days. Prom this it 
was possible lo provide roughly for convenient 
units of measurement, both longer and shorter 
than the month. The lunar fortnight was a 
widespread unit of time, and weeks were scr 
cured from the quarters of the moon or from 
a division of die months into three periods of 
10 days each, the latter being closest maihemat- 
ical solution. Twelve lunar months produced a 
lunar year of 3S4 days, and to keep the months 
synchronized with the seasonal divisions, a thir- 
teenth month was interpolated at appropriate 
intervals. A longer interval was the lunar cycle 
of about 19 years, wliich came into use among 
the Greeks about 750 B.C. Thoug;h the lunar 
calendar provided no exact divisions of time, 
either long or short, and was continually getting 
out of adjustment, it was tolerated and re- 
tainedby all the peoples of antiquity except the 
Egyptians, who share with the abori^nal in- 
habitants of Mexico the honor of having first 
evolved the solar year and the beginnings of the 
modem calendar. The. agricultural life of tlie 
dwellers in the" Nile valley and the importance 
of the Sun-God in Egypt tended to increase the 
importance of the sun at the expense of the 
moon. Accordingly, as early as 4241 b.c, the 
earliest fixed date in history, the Egyptians had 
devised a solar year of 365 days, with 12 months 
of 30 days each and five feast days at the end 
of each year. The seven-day week of the mod- 
ern calendar, cutting thfongh both month and 
year, was the product of the ingenuity and reli- 
gious arrangements of the Hebrews. As early 
as 238 B.C. Alexandrian scientists had devised 
the quadrennial leap year, and during the Hel- 
lenistic period &e Hebrew week was adapted 
to form the planetary we^ of the modern cal- 
endar. In 46 B.C. Julius Oesar prescrH>ed for 
the Roman world this solar year, but the 
planetary week did not come into general use 
in Rome before the 2d century a.dl The final 
step in perfecting the calendar was taken fay the 
authority of Pope Gregory XIII in 1S82. 
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Deven dayi were dropped from the calendar 
and ceateonial years were regarded as leap 
yeara only when divisible by 400. 

"nie provision of some sort of a crude cal- 
endar was an essential prerequisite of systematic 
history, but the process had to be carried on a 
step further before the mechanism for measur- 
ing and recording time was sufficiently perfected 
to be of any considerable service to the histo- 
rian. It was not enough Co be able to measure 
time by the year and its fractions ; it was neces- 
sary <o have some method of identifying suc- 
cessive years, in other words, to provide a 
chronolo^. While the Egyjnians had an ad- 
mirable instrument far fashioning a scientific 
chronology in the astronomical "Sothic cycle" 
of 1461 years, they made no use of it and never 
provided a scientific chronology. The earliest 
Egyptian approximation to a chronology was 
the annalistic eicpedient of naming the years by 
some great event which happened therein. The 
famous "Palermo Stele" constitutes the earliest 
remaining record of these year-lists and is sup- 
posed, in its original complete form, to have 
identified the seven hundred years from 3400 
B.C to 2700 B.C. An advance in methodology 
was made when the years were named from the 
regnal years of a particular king. The only 
great list of Egyptian regnal years which has 
Seen preserved, even in a fragmentary condi- 
tion, js the precious "Turin Papyrus," which 
has to be supplemented by the lists inscribed on 
the temple walls of the later dynasties. About 
275 B.C. Ptolemy Philadelphus commissioned a 
learned EJgyptian priest, Manetho,_ to collect and 
translate into Greek all the Egyptian annals and 
regnal lists. The fragmentary remains of the 
labors of Manetho have constituted the skeleton 
upon which modem Egyptologists have recon- 
structed the chronology of ancient Egypt. The 
Babylonians never passed beyond the annalistic 
stage of chronology — namely, the identif)dng 
of years by some conspicuous occurrence. A 
contemporary of Manelho, Berossos, a Babylo- 
nian priest at the court of Antiochus II, tried 
to do for Babylonian chronolo^ what Manetho 
had done for Egyptian, but to judge from what 
remains of his work in the fragments of copy- 
ists, he seems to have been less successful. A 
far greater exactness was given to Assyrian 
chronology by the fact that the years of a given 
king were identified by the annual appointment 
of an official known as a limmu. As the name 
of the contemporary limmit was given in the 
notices of events contained in the clay record):, 
the lists of limmi, dating from S92 B.C. to 704 
B.C., enable the historian to establish with a high 
degree of accuracy the Assyrian chronology. In 
the later period of Assyrian and Babylonian his- 
tory there developed some conception of an "era," 
-whidi dat«d from the reign of Nabonassar, 747 
B.C. The Hebrew chronology never developed 
further than the crude genealogical system of 
reckoning by generations, the conventional 
length of which was 40 years. Some va^e con- 
ception of eras seems also to have arisen, as, 
for example, the period from Abraham to 
David, or from David lo the "captivity.' The 
classic examples of the Hebrew chronological 
system are to be found in the opening of the 
first book of Chronicles and in the first chapter 
of Matthew. The early Greek historians, in 
spite of an admirable starting point for the 



Gredc era in the semi-mythical siege of Troy 
and an unusually ingenious mechanism for 
meaaujing time in the "Cycle of Meton,' did 
no better than their predecessors in creating a 
chronology. Down to the middle of the 5lh 
century b.c the only chronological records pos- 
sessed by the Greeks were the local genealogies 
and the names of archons, priests and priest- 



fashion a chronology from genealogies 
and name lists has been described by Burjr a* 
"an ingenious edifice erected on foundabons 
that had no solidiiy," but even the attempt had 
some significance, (^either Herodotus nor 
Thucydides made any attempt at solving the 
problem of chronology, and the later Greek his- 
torians finished their work with no more satis- 
factory system of chronology than the clumsy 
method of reckoning by Olympiac years intro- 
duced fcy Tunseus about 300 B.C. The Olympic 
'era" was dated from the alleged CMympic 
games in 776 B.C. The laudable effort of Era- 
tosthenes, about 80 years after Tinueus, to put' 
Greek chronology on the firm basis of astro- 
nomical measurements was little utilized or en- 
couraged by the historians, though the astro- 
nomical researches of the Alexandrian scientists 
were of the utojost importance for the future 
of chronology. VThe practical minded Romans 
were the first people of antiquity to devise a 
rational and reliable system of chronology. 
They dated their years from the mytfiical foun- 
dation of Rome in 753 b.c. The monstrosities 
of the Christian chronology introduced by Julius 
Africanus, Eusebius and Jerome, as well as 
the real 'foundations of modem scientific chro- 
nology with Scaliger's 'De emendatione tem- 
forum' and Dom Clement's 'L'Art de verifier 
'.s dates* will be deaTt with later. It is suffi- 
cient here to bear in mind the fact that only 
the Roman chronology enabled an historical 
writer of antiquity to deal with assurance with' 
anything save contemporary history. This 
serves in part to explain whjr the great histori- . 
cal works of Greece were strictly in the field oF 
recent and contemporary history. Now that 
the development of the indispensable prerequi- 
sites of historical writing has been briefly 
touched upon, attention may be turned to the 
origins of historical writing in antiquity. 

III. Oriental Becinbings of Historical 
WRmNG. 
While the climatic conditions have made 
Egypt a veritable archaological museum, or as 
Professor Breasted has termed it, "a vast his- 
torical volume," and have made possible the 
preservation of very valuable and extensive 
sources of historical information in the remains 
of the architecture, the engineering feats, the 
plastic arl^ and even the inscriptions cut on the 
stone surfaces of tombs palaces, temples and 
monuments, there have been few or no Egyp- 
tian historical writings preserved. With the 
exception of a few fragmentary on na/j, such as 
the "Palermo Stele" no native Egyptian histori- 
cal writings have been discovered except the 
Krbled and incomplete work of Manetho re- 
rred to above. One may safely agree with 
Professor Hall that "no real historian is 
known to us in Pharaonic Egypt nor is it likely 
that one will ever be discovered." 
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Wbik the true historical narrative can 
scarcely be held to have originated with the 
Babylonians or AssyriatiB, they certainly made 
a closer approximalion to this achievement than 
the Egyptians. The earliest historical writings 
of the Babyionians, dating back to the third 
millenitmi ac,, were the votive inscriptions, giv- 
ing the names of the kings, their genealogies 
and a record of the buildmgs they erected. 
The great cylinder inscriptions of Gudea <2450 
B.C.) are a valuable source for the oontemporary 
manners and customs, while the Code of Ham- 
murabi (2150 B.c) is probably the most import- 
ant single document in the history of jurispru- 
dence. jTn the period following Hammurabi 
there were imimnant writings of the kings set- 
ung forth their achievements, but jn an 'epic 
ralher than a truly historical manne^ The sec- 
ond Babylonian kingdom of the 6th century B.C. 
contributed some important chronicles epitomiz- 
ing some much earlier narratives, which 
are now preserved only in fragments, and lists 
of the Babylonian kings. While the Babylo- 
nians were concerned mainly with the arts of 
peace, the Assyrians dealt primarily with the 
feats of war in their annals and campaign and 
votive inscriptions. A most important Histor- 
ical document, ascribed by some to Babylonian 
and by others to Assyrian sources, is the 'Syn- 
chronous History,' compiled in the 6th century 
B.C. This describes the successive boundary dis- 
putes between Babylonia and Assyria from 
1600 to 800 B.Cj with a list of the kings who 
participated. Finally, from Assyrian sources 
there are the above mentioned lists of limmi or 
the eponym canon, covering the period from 
892-704 B.C. The Babylonian counterpart of 
Manetho's work, Berossos' history of Babylonia 
in three books, written about 280 b.c, was the 
first systematic historical narrative produced by 
» Babylonian or Assyrian scribe. It has, un- 
fortunately, been lost and onl^ survives in 
scanty references in Josephus, Eusebius and a 
few other later historians. Whatever its value, 
its date shows that real historical narrative was 
not a product of the period of the height of 
either Babylonian or Assyrian culture, 

^Jhe honor of having first produced a true 
historical narrative of considerable scope and 
high relative veracity must be accorded to the 
Hebrews of ancient Palestine The conventional 
assumption of the Mosaic auttiorship of the 
Pentateuch and the synchronous nature of its 
books, questioned by Hobbes in 1651 and by 
Spinoza in 1670, was riddled by the French 
physician, Jean Astruc in, 1753, and the German 
theologian, Kari David Ilgen in 1799. The true 
nature of the composite authorship of the Pen- 
tateuch and the widely divergent dates of the 
composition of its various books were estab- 
lished as a result of the work of a number of 
courajgeous and brilliant scholars, the most 
prominent of whom were Professor De Wette 
of Jena^ Professor Hupfeld of Halle, Pro- 
fessor George of Berlin. Bishop Colenso of 
Natal, Professor Kuenen of Leyden, Professor 
Robertson Smith of Cambridge, Professor 
Bacon of Yale, and. above all, Professor Juliiis 
Wellhausen of Greifswald and Gottingen. 
Their labors have revealed the fact that the 
Pent*eudi was the work of some five different 
authors, or groups of authors, writing between 
900 and 4S0 b-C- ttieir diverse writii^ were 
consolidated in the Pentatcud), as it is now 



arrangcdj some time before 400 b.c The oldest, 
or "Jahvist* source, was written about 900 B.C., 
the next, or "Elohist," about 725 b.c, the third, 
or "Deuteronomist," from about 700 to 620 b.c, 
the fourth, or "Holiness Code," about 575 b.c, 
and the last, or "Priestly Book," about 450 b.c 
Tlieir union, upon the fifth source as a basis, 
accomplished some time in the 5lh century 



tige tmder Saul, David a 
fessor Moore has said, T*tlie making of great 
history has often given ''i first impulse to the 
writing of history, and we may well believe that 
it was so in Israel, and that the beginning of 
Hebrew historical literature, in the proper sense 
of the word, was made with Saul and David." 
This origin of Hebrew historical writing, which 
marks the earliest appearance of true historical 
narrative of which any record has been pre- 
served, is to be found in the work of the un- 
known author of the *Jahvist" sources of the 
Pentateuch, Joshua, the Books of Samuel and 
the opening of the first Book of Kings. Of the 
labors of this writer, who, though he can claim 
the honor of being the first of the line of true 
historians, is known only to students by the 
recently acquired appellation of "J," Professor 
Breasted makes the following comment, Jflhey 
are the earliest example of historical wntings 
in prose which we possess among any people'/ 
and their nameless author is the earliest hi3=^ 
torian whom we have found in the early world.* 
The ■Jahvist" narrative reaches its highest "1 

Kint in 2 Samuel, ix-xx, which is probably the I 
St exam^^of both Hebrew and Oriental his- I 
torical writing. Of this passage Edouard 
Meyer says : 'It is astonishing that historical 
literature of this character should have been 
possible in Israel at this time. It Stands 
far above everything which we know else- 
where of ancient Oriental historical writing.* 
The remaining historical books of the Old 
Testament Canon were the Books of Kings, 
which were written about 575 B.C, and Chron- 
icles—Ezra — Nehemiah, written about 300 B.C. 
The Books of Kin^ were the first practical 
illustration of Polybius', Dionysius of Halicar- 
naMjjs' and Lord Bolingbroke's view of history 
as Kph iloiophy teaching by example,* for the 
aumor sought primarily to convince his people 
by historical illustrations of the disasters that 
had come to the ^J^brews by deserting their 
national religion, f Chronicles- Ezra-Nehemiah 
constitute the woflaof a single author, who by 
genealogies and narrative surveys the whole of 
Hebrew history with the aim of ^orifying 
through tremendous exaggerations the splendor 
of the Hebrew kingdom under David and Solo- 
mon, and of re-emphasizing the warning of the 
author of Kings respecting the penalty of 
deviation from the true religion. Both Kings 
and Chronicle s-Eira-Ndietmah are distinctly in- 
ferior to 'J* from the standpoint of accuracy 
and lucid narrative. One of the greatest prod- 
ucts of Hebrew historiography is a work, whidi. 
for some curious reason, has not been included 
in the Protestant canon of die Bible — the first 
Book of Maccabees. This narrative, written 
about 12S B.C. by a devout and vigorous Sad- 
ducee and an ardent admirer of the Asmonean , 
house — a sort of a Tudean .Treitschke — tells the ' 
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Siest of Palestine by Alexander the Great to 
c accession of John Hyrcanus, The wortc 
centres about the deliverance of Palestine from 
Syrian domination through the military eX' 
ploils of Jadas Maccabzeus and tiis successors. 
While fired by the thrills of patriotic pride, the 
author produced a unique work for his time, 
in that he explained the victories of the Hebrews 
as having resulted from the personal ability 
and courage of the Asmoneans and not from the 
direct uatervention of the Deity in behalf of the 
Jews. (Unfortunately, however, the Christian 
histori^tok of medjxval Euro^ took as thdr 
Hebrew model not the brilliant secular nar- 
rative of First Maccabees, but sought to 
strengthen their followers' zeal and to terrorize 
their opponents by imitation of the more con- 
ventional Hebrew tales of the miraculous inter- 
position of the Deity in rewarding the faithful 
and punishing the smner.:^he last of the dis- 
tinguished Hebrew historians was Flavins Jo- 
sephus (c. 37-105 a.d.). He was the national 
historian of the Jews and, writing after the 
destruction of the power of his people in 70 a.d., 
he tried to compensate for the contemporary 
distress of the Jewish, people by emphasizing 
the glories of their past Consequently, he 
almost outdid the author of Chronicles-Ezra- 
Nehemiah in his exaggeration of the wealth, 
population and international prestige of andent 
Palestine. His two chief works were the 'War 
of the Jews> and the 'Antiquities of the Jews.' 
In his treatment of the Old Testament period 
his narrative is highly unreliable, but the dis- 
cussion of the post'Maccabean era is a most 
valuable source of information, though not 
wholly free from exaggeration and credulity. 
He wrote in Greek wiUi a considerable degree 
of library skill and he has been referred to as 
thel^ivy of the Jews," but, while the com- 
parison is not without some basis, Josephus did 
not equal the national historian of Rome in 
either literary merit or in accuracy of slalemenn 
Though the Hebrews brought into being tlTe 
historical narrative, Hebrew historiography did 
not affect the general current of the develcy- 
ment of historical writing until after the Chris- 
tians had taken over the sacred books of the 
Jews and used them as the basis, not only of 
much of their theology, but also as the founda- 
tion of their chronology and their synthesis of 
the history of the past. It is to tlie Greeks that 
attention must be turned in describing the chief 
source of the origins and develonraent of the 
type of historical writing which dominated 
classical antiquity and prevailed to the time of 
Julius Africanus, Orosius and Eusebius. 

IV. Historical Writing Among the Greeks. 
1. The Intellectual Setting of the OriEins 
of Greek Historiography.— The birth of his- 
torical writing in Greece required several ■ 
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: writing of prose, 
the critical rejection ofTfie current mythology 
concerning Greek orinnns and the stimula^n of 
interest in social oripns and institutionsTl By 
the middle of the 6th century these indistwrnable 
prerequisites of history had come into beii^^ in 
the city of Miletus in Ionia. Cadmus of Miletus, 
at the beginning of the 6th century, had intro- 
duced the practice of writing prose instead of 
poetry and ranks as one of the earliest of Greek 



prose writers or logo^raphoi. At the same 
period there was coming into existence that 
speculative Ionian philosophy to which the world 
owes the origin of free thoi^^ht and critical phi- 
losophy. As Professor Bury has said. "Our 
deepest gratitude is due to ttie Greeks as the 
originators of Hberty of thourfit and discussion. 
Ionia in Asia Minor was the cradle of free 
speculation. The history of EuroneaO,- science 
and European philosophy begins inDonia. Her* 
in the 6th and 5th centuries b.c the earliest 
philosoiiAiers by using their reason sought to 
penetrate into the origin and structure of the 
world_^They began the woilt of destroying 
orthodox views and religious faiths." Finally, 
the Persian absorption of Ionia tended to bre^ 
down the provincialism of the Ionian Greeks, 
through that all-important factor of the contact 
of cultures, and to arouse thrir interest in the 
civilization of the diverse peoples who dwelt 
in the great empire of which they had recently 
become a part The origin of Greek historical 
literature, then, was a part of that great in- 
tellectual movement conventionally known as the 
rise of the logographoi and of the critical Greek 
philosophy in Ionia. To these more general or 
cultural explanations of the appearance of the 
first Greek historical literature, there should be 
added the personal impulse from the dominating 
desire of the more jwominent citizens of the 
time to link up their families with a distin- 

giished genealogy. Hesiod had favored the 
reek gods bv providing them with a respectable 
ancestry, and a similar service was rendered to 
the nobles by the logographoi. 

2. The Origins of Creek Historiography. — 
In view of the foregoing sketch of the intel- 
lectual environment of early Greek critical 
prose, it seems but in the natural course of 
events that the first Greek historian should have 
been Hecatgus (bom 550 b.c), a native of 
MiletiJsr'TInrTiirthplace of both Greek prose 
and Greek critical philosophy. His main signili* 
cance lies in ihe fact that he foreshadowed two 
signifit^at developments of scientific historical 
metho q H y setting up truth as the ideal of his 
statements and by assuming a frankly critical 
atlitutk toward the conventional Greek creation 
mythsTjThe opening paragraph of his 'Genealo- 
gies* Ts the first approximation on the part of 
any writer to a consciousness of the function of 
historical criticism, "What I write here,* he said, 
"is the account which I considered to be true; 
for the stories of the Greeks are numerous, and 
in my opinion ridiculous," 

The influences whi^h had produced Hecatxus 
grew more powerful and the necessary develop- 
ments between his .'Genealogies' and the 'His- 
tory' of Herodotus were rapidly consummated. 
Charon of Lampsacus and CMonysius of Miletus 
compiled histories of Persia during the middle 
of the 5th century and Scylax of Caryanda pro- 
duced the first historical' biography. In the 
latter half of the 5th century Antiochus of 
Syracuse composed the first history devoted to 
the peoples of Greece, and Hellanicus of Lesbos 
opened the way for Herodotus by the breadfli 
01 his interests. He not only covered the his- 
tory of Persia and Greece from a broad social 
point of view, but also was the earliest dt the 
Greek historians to recognize the necessity of a 
comprehensive system of chronology and to 
attempt to supply it 
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3. The STatonatic Historical Work* of 
^reek Writers.— The first, and in the estimate 
of modem exponents of 'Kulturgeschichte,' the 
greatest of the systematic Greek historians was 
Herodotus of Halicarnassus (c 480-425 b.c). 
By his interest In geography and in the civiliza- 
tions of the East he gave evidence of his Ionic 
Stecedents, while by his dominant concern with 
6 Athenian democracy he gave proof of the 
tratisfer of historical attention to Hellenic so- 
a narrative of Gn^ - 
ojagliLlraiB. ihf jcign 

'ortheTersIanje'viiSfVin'ifSf'B-crThcc^^ 
thlmt was" iBe destruction oflhe forces of 
Xerxes by the Greeks. B ut his work was not 
like that of his great successor^ThiK^devnaj-- 
. .... , . "itafy. It li^s the story 



ity. His 'Histfiry' wa' 
tiatic fplMinn«i !)p(l Fj 






Towfy political aflll tnilitafy. 



ty^s , . ^ 

.(M1ISIII7 Herodotus 'surveyed the, foundations of 
these two cultures to locate the deeper causes 
ofjh^coaflkt. It combined, thus, the charac- 
tenstics of a "Kulturgeschichte* and a °Welt- 
geschichte,* ihou^ both were strictly limited in 
point of time. An ardent admirer of Athenian 
"democracy* he eulogized Athens and its tri- 
tunpb over autocratic Persian imp^ialism with 
the epic fervor of a. Bancroft. ^Vhile recog- 
nizing and statin;; the fundamental principles 
^f. historical criticism, he often deserted them, 
especially in his credulity in accepting the tales 
he heard on his travels. On the whole, however, 
modem historical, archaeological and ethno- 
graphic research has tended to confirm rather 
3ian to discredit his statements, and no subse- 
^jient historian has been more keen or sym- 
pathetic in his analysis of human natu rf[ As 
the scope of history has been broadetied in 
recent years throu^ the reassertjon of the 
.value and position of 'Kullurgeschichte,* the 
slogan has come more and more to be %ack 
to Herodotus' rather than "back to Thucydi- 
des," as was long so popular. 

As much as subsequent historiography^ owes 
to Herodotus with respect ■. ■ 

the proper scope of ' ' 
debted to Thucyd 
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the proper scope of history, it Js eou all y in - 

' ' ■ ' Thucydi .dfcS (c. 465-396 B.C.) jpLXOn- 

to the meth_o doJo({ y of historical re- 



isegr dl^^ "!" "fo~t^': rnniilnirfniti oJuA. 
htsfo ileal narratiVer His theme, the Pelopon- 
: "nesiaTr'Vrar (43'l-404 b.c), was as much more 

I' narrow and restricted a neld than that covered 
by Herodotus as the American Civil War 
would be as coti^Mred with the evolution of 
I civilization in the 19th centurv. As his his- 
I tory was in part prepared by Tlmcydides dur- 
ing the course of the conflict, it was the work 
' of a scholarly and philosophic war correspondr 
j^ ent — gti antmii> ffilj ije ^ Bellpcj— rather than 
of the dispassionate ni s'CorSan ' recons t ructing the 
, events of a distant past from a study of the 
, documents. His sketch of the rise of Greece 
; shows, however, that he had rare power in 
,' I portraying the past if he had seen fit to utilize 
' :l! It. His pea test con tribution to hiiEcricKiaitl'y 
; I wa s in the tielil o T~criticisin anT methodology. 
) He set Tor Oi with' g reat vigor the "thesis f'^^ith,- 
' perniarience~and finaurinc lame ol an hislorica) 
■ *°''k shoult ilf nmd .radter. upon the accuracy 
1. ot tine stateme nts than u pon the etitcrtainment 
1 fumWicit W.EESZaatBliKfi. Ratike. at the 
; opening of the 19th century, did not state more 
\ effectively than Thucydides had at the close of 



the 5ilh century a.c, that ac curacy o f d ata was \ ^ 
the foundation of hiSwry Tflt SCCTld Ijieat 1 

Wworicat lawon t>t Thucydides was "relevance* I ' 
of material, something widely at variance with I 
the long and numerous digressions of Herodo- \ 
tus. To these should be added his ability in the > 
mastery of details and their subordination to ^ 
the movement of the whole narrative. In these ', 

respects Thucyd ide s may rj ghrjy h^ ^f\^ t" I -. 

have been Ihp fminilFr nf urifn tifip ap H -n'tipal I ^ 

hfsfo^, ■TTnalTy, while Tliucydides has received ; 
mucTcredil in this respect which really belongs : 
to Polybius, he was probaoly the first historian ; 
clearly and definitely to state the alleged \ 
"pragmatic'* value of the writing and study ,' 
of history. In the opinion of Thucy<Udes, t 
"the accurate knowledge of what has happeil^^f 
will be useful, because, according to human 
probability, similar things will happen again.' 
Though his writings must not be judged \ 
by the canons of Lamprecht's Histoncal 
Institute, the Sorbonne or L'ficole des Chams, 
they were not free from major defects. CHc 
was unable to ^rasp the concept of time ana to 
view his facts in their true historical perspec- 
tive. He narrowed the field of history not ^ 
only to a consideration merely of contemporary 
political phenomena, but even to the external . 
military and diplomatic phases of politicat 
activity. He missed the vital significance of 
the deeper social and economic forces in his- - 
tory, a weakness perhaps over-emphasized by 
Mr. Comfordl It can scarcely be doubted, 
moreover, that 'he carried the element of - 
"relevance^ too far and omitted as mudi ma- 
terial that was pertinent as Herodotus had 
included which was not germane to the subject. 
Again, he illustrated Carlyle's weakness in his . 
dramaticnhterpretation of events in terms of 

Ceat penMialities, and he did not possess the 
tter'sability to portray a -personality in its en- 
tirety, V Lastly, there appeared little or none 
of Million's profoimd discussion of the critical 
use of documents ; his sources were carefully 
concealed in order that the style of the narra- 
tive might not suffer. One may agree entirely 
with Bury thaf^^%e work of Thucydides 
marks the longest and most decisive step that 
has ever been taken by a single man towards 
making history what it is to-day,$ wt^ont re- 
garding Ih^t statement as an amnix\:d com- 
pliment. IThucydides certainly was influential 
in bringinif historiography under the domina- 
tion of the "political fetish" and the spell of 
^sodes tram whidi it suffered from classical, 
to the end of the 19th century, and from : 
it is only now beginning to escape? It 
lot be forgotten that, as LamprecHThas 
insisted, historical accuracy means as much the 
presentation of the complete analysis of an 1 
event, period or movement as it does the mere 
truth of such facts as are narrated. From th? 
Standpoint of this broader and more fundaJ 
mental view of historical accuracy Thucydides 
will scarcely rank as superior to Herodotus.- 
The ardent admirers of the former have for- 
gotten that scope and content are quite as im- 
portant in history as refinement of the 
methodology of research. 

An historian far inferior to Herodotus or 
Thucydides was Xenophon (c. 430-354 B.C.). 
His literary ability was of a high order, but 
his capacity for profound historical analysis 
was taost limited. He was a good memoir 
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writer and his 'Anabasis' was one of the most 
absorbing of Greek memoirs. In bis 'Hel- 
lenica* he attempted to continue the narrative 
of Thucydides from 411 to 362 B.C. While 
this work is most valuable as an historical 
source for the period, it is superficial and owes 
what historical merit it possesses primarily to 
its imitation of the method^and arrangement 
of the work of Thueydides.V On the whole, it 
is safe to agree with Bury Hhat he owes his 
reputation to the fact that an uncritical genera- 
tion laler preserved his writings, while allow- 
ing more meritorious works to perish and that 
"if he had lived in modern <&ya, he would 
have been a high-class journalist and 
pamphleteer and ^ould have made his foriune 



of Xenophon's literary talents, which were ex- 
hibited in memoirs, biography, systematic his- 
tory, constitutional analysis and economic 

The last of the major Greek historians was 
Polybius (c. 198-117 B.C). From the stand- 
point of either productivity or pro^ndity he 
was superior to Thucydides and^was fully 
equal to him with respect to accur^? of state- 
ment, but his style being labored and diffuse be 
has been less popular than his two great prede- 
cessors.nHis 'History' was a vast work in 40 
booksTRaling with tbe expansion of the Roman 
Empire to 146 b.c. As Herodotus had mir- 
rored the interest of early Greek historians in 
the East, and Thucydides had written of 
Athens at the height of its civilization, so 
Polybius testified to the decline of Hellas and 
the shifting of interest to the new empire of the 
West. His scholarship was equal to that of the 
great historian of British expansion, but he 
tacked tbe latter's power of compression and 
tucid statement. In the 12th book of his work 
is found, as a critique of the antiquarian, 
Timaeus, the first great treatise on the 
methodology of scientific history. Conceived 
independently of Thucydides, this discussion 
has scarcely been surpassed, and his impartial- 
itv is s model for all historians. Especially 

leworthy was his Ritter-like insistence upon 
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THc intended his history to be .„ 

tensely pragmatic — to be "^ilosophy teaching 
by example,^ *but he never allowed the philos- 
opher in him to overcome the historian. Greatly 
interested in the problem of causation, he went 

(deeper in bis analysis of imiKrsonal causes than 
Thucydides, thou^ his interpretation was 
■ ^Thical rather than eoonomic and social. Ther 
toUowing brief quotation from his 12th book 
admirably epitomizes his views as to the scope, 
methods ana purpose of history. 'The science 
of history is three-fold: first, the dealing with 
written documents and the arrangement of the 
material thus obtained; second, topograpby, the 
afipearance of cities and localities, the descrip< 



I and their relative distances; tjiindty, 
political affairs. . . . The special province 
of history is, first, to ascertain what the actual 
words used were ; and secondly, to learn why 



statement of cause, the study of history be- 
comes fruitful. For it is by applying analogies 
to our own icircum stances uiat we get the 
means and basis for calculating the future ; and 
for learning from the past when to act ivi^ 
caution, and when with greater boldness, in tlie 

Sesent." All in all, one may agree with Pro- 
ssor Botsford that °a careful reading of this 
author is the best possible introduotion to the 
spirit and method of history as we of to-day 
regard it.* 

4. Uinor ContribntioM to Greek His- 
toriogrmphy;. — Polybius was unique in his a^ 
as an historian. Long before he composed his 
great work Hellenic historiography had be^n 
to decline from the standard set by Thucydides 
and was brougfat under the influence of rhetoric 
in the 4th century. With their tendency to in- 
sipid moralizing, the interpolation of florid 
Speeches, and toeir "passion for panegyrics,* 
the historical works of the rhetoncal school, 
like those of Froissart and Lamanine ■ex- 
hibited artistic but not historical genius." 
This capitulation to the popular demand for 
rhetoric Hermann Peter beheves to have been 
the main caiuse for the decline and stagnation 
of Greek history and its Roman imitations. Of 
the "Rhetoricians* of the 4th century the leader 
was Isocrates and the chief historians of tbe 
school were Ephorus and Theopompus. The 
work of Ephorus was probably the' nearest ap- 
proach in Greek histonog^phy to a "national 
History* of Hellas. Of quite a different char- 
acter was tie work of Timxu; of Tauromenium 
who devoted a lifetime of labor to tbe patient 
compilation of a vast repository of reliable 
facts concerning the history of Sicily and Italy. 
He was the first and tbe greatest of the anti> 
quarians that flourished in the 3d century and 
fie may be regarded as the prototype of 
BJondus and Mabilloa Two later ambitious . 
compilations — the 'Weltgeschichte' of Mo- 
dorus of Sicily (c. 90-21 B.C.) and the Roman 
history of his younger contemporaiy, Dionysius 
of Haticamassus, were of a far inferior 
order, though, perhaps, superior to the work 
of the "Rhetoricians.* 

Historical biography among tbe Greeks was 
founded by Isocrates, the leader of the 
'Rhetoricians," and one of the, earliest products 
was the biography of Agesila'us by Xenophon. 
Subsequent historians devoted considerable 
space to biography. Plutarch's (c. 50-125 

€i.J polished 'Parallel Lives' have remained 
the head of the world's biogfraphtcal product 
account of their compelling interest, if not 
for their entire historical accuracy!\ Indeed, it 
must be remembered that Plutar<Swas a mor- 
alist and wrote his "Lives* not as strictly his- 
torical biographies, but in order to fitrnish con- 
crete illustrations of his ethical principles for . 
the moral e(Kfication of his readers. 

In the period of the Hellenic revival in 
Rome a number of Greek historians made con- 
tributions to historical writing of widely dif- 
ferent merit. Among the less notable produc- 
tions were the 'Analysis of Alexander' by Ar- 
rian (c. 95-175 a.d.) and the 'History of Rome' 
1^ Appian, in the same period. Far superior 
to these were the incisive 'Historv of Rome' 
of Dto Cassius (c. 155-240a.d.). and the broadly 
concdved history of the later Roman empire, 
in its social as well as its political conditions, 
by Amraianus Marcellinus (c. 330-401 a.d.), tbe 
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lut o£ the long and honorable tiH of Greek 
hiBtorians who, curiously enough, wrote hif 
woric in Latin. 

V. fillKAM HlSltOIOGXAPHY. 

Rome added no oriBJual contributions to 
Ustoriograph/. As in ^ other phases of its 
ctillure, Rome here followed the model set up 
bV the Greeks. While there were distinguished 
Roman historians, none equalled Thucydides 
or Polybtus for careful aiuerence to critical 
method and only Uvy and Tacitus approached 
Uk best of the stylists among Greek historians. 

The immediate dependence of the Roman 
hisloriograiriiy on the Greek is evident from 
the fact that down to the 2d century n.c all tbe 
Roman historical literature was even written 
in Greek. These early historical works in 
Greek were chiefly 'Annals' of which the first 
and most famous were those of Fabius .^iclfir 
(c 250 B.C.). The first tComao historical hiera- 
tufe in Latin was ihe'V'Origines* of Qato the 
Censor (c 234-149 B-aTTui which he narrated 
the history of Rons interpreted according tjL 
bis notorious bucolic and anstocratic prejudicj^ 
The first real historian among the Rotnans m 
p«int of time was that leader of all Romans in 
aUity, JuUus Cesar (100-44 b.c>. GeuenJIy 
Kccuniie and always clear, forceful and direct 
in his style, Cxsar's iqxdogies for his public 
career — the 'Commentaries' and the 'Civil 
War* were the best historical memoirs produced 
in the ancient world and rank well with those 
of any period. A more systematic historian 
was SalTust (c. 86-34 B.C.) the Roman disciple 
of Thucydides. His chief work, a history of 
Rome from 78 to 67,b.c has never been re- 
covered, but from his monographs on the 
'CoDs^nracy of Catiline' and me 'Jugucthine 
War' one can appreciate his vigorous and 
graphic style and nis power in the analysis of 
personalites and social forces, but he was not 
able wholly to conceal his pessimism with re- 
gard to the future of the Roman state in the 
Ust years of the Republic. Tbe great national 
histor y of Rome was that of Livy (59 B.C.-17 
A,Ii.).YJ^ work was a massive epic of the 
growtlr^ the Roman worid-state. While he 
had a general ^preciation of the value of 
accuracy of statement, be subordinated ttiis 
element to that of perfection of style, and the 
Greek 'Rhetoricians* rather than Thucydides 
were his modeCjThe peat literary merit ■>! . 
Livy's hislorJT"™ ministry to the national 
vanity of the Romans and their cull of modern 
admirers, and its great popularity with the 
humanists have given it a position in his- 
toriography higher than its purely historical 
value would warrant. A less successful ex- 
ample of the Roman historical writing of the 
rhetorical school was the history of Rome 



is primarily due that notorious and -rtDeraUe 
myth of the "moral causes* for the decline of 
the Roman Empire, wtnch was later revived 
and elaborated with such depl<raalde results by 
KinRsley. In addition to his j>urely historical 
works — the 'Annals,' the 'Histories' and the 
biography of Agricola, dealing with Roman his- 
tory in the 1st century of the Christian 
era. the 'Getmama' was one of the earliest 
excursions iiKo die ficM of descriptive sod- 
okigy. Being the only extenave source of 
information regarding tbe ins^uUons of the 
Gemmis of diat time, the *Gcrmania* has ac- 
quired a great inqrortance in later years. It 
has been the most controverted histoncal docu- 



the period of the humanists and brought before 
the learned public by Poggio, Enoc of Ascoll, 
and Conrad Celtis, it has been the centre of his- 
torical Gonfhct between the modem Teutonist 
and Galilean historians, as much as Alsace- 
Lorraine has been the pivotal pcunt in the polit- 
ical and military rivalry of tbetr respective 
national States. More than thas, the tendency 
<rf l^icilus to idealiie the early (jennans at the 
expense of the Romans originated that htmtor- 
ous but disastrous perverskin of the interpreta- - 
tioR of the ^invasions' which culminated in the 
vagaries of Charles IGngsiey's "The Roman 
and the Teuton.* The hut Roman Mstoriait of 
any repute, unless it be the vague figure that 
Komemann has endeavored to reconstruct, was 
Suetonius (75-160ad.), the erudite secretary of 
Hadrian. His ilBHuse 'Lives of the Cjesars,' 
while reliable in its description of public affairs, 
was one of the earliest examples of historical 
■mtxkrakiw' and "scandal mongering.* His 
chief signi^nce in Mstoriogra^}' lies in the 
fact that he became the model m style and 
arrangement for the historical bioera^y of 
the period of humanism, Thou)^ the Roman 
bistorianE we^ not original and were always 
more or less under the fipell of the Greek 
*IUietoricians,* Roman hNtoriogra^jr was 
incomparably tugfaer in tbe sphere of retiahility 
than the tjipe which was to succeed it and 
was to bring historical writing back under 
Ae spell of mythology and reljgioiis prejudices 
from which it had escaped with Hecatieus of 
Miletus ei;^ centuries earfer. 

' V < VI. Patristic Htsioriographt. "^ 
' 1. The Christian Syntheris of the Hiatorr 
of the Past.— One of the most effective agen- 
cies in allaying suspicion and attracting con- 
verts to a movement is the ability to point to a 
glorious past. The (i^rislians felt this keenly, 
and, having adopted the sacred books of the 
Jews as the official record of their antecedents, 
they were faced with the immediate and press- 
ing necessity of giving to ancient Hebrew his- 



actioo, and, beinR an ardent admirer of the 
aristocratic Republic, his view of contemporary 
Roman society yas, even more pessimistic than 
that of Sallust.l While he wrote with great 
vigor, had rare fower of portraying personali- 
ties and was generally accurate, the subjective 
moralizing element in his writings, while add- 



.. the history of the Jewish people only that 
slender allotment of space and attention to 
which their inconspicuous political history had 
entitled them. Therefore, the tyo world his- 
tories, which had already been produced by Dio- 
dorus Siculus and Pompdus Trogus, and which 
were immensely superior to any universal hls- 

, tory compiled tq" Patristic historians, were m- 

him and to Juvenal teriy unsuited to the requirements of Christla' 
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propaganda. Neither was the general Jewish 
history of Joaephns acceptable, for, while it 
exaggerated treiiieiidDusl;y the «dle of the Jews, 
-it was distinctly antagonistic tr? the Christians 
[ ^Th erefore, the Christian "literaii* set about to 
produce a synthesis of the past which would 
give due weight to the alleged ziories of He- 
Brew antiquity and would, at 'Jhe same time; 
show why the Jews were no longer worthy of 
their herij^e, which had now passed to the 
OiristiansT^^Tie first writer to essay the task 
was Se£TIi3 Julius Aillcauus (c. 180-250) whr) 
composed a history of the world in five books 
bringing the stoiy to 221 a.d. Iq this he tried 
to harmonize and synchronize Hebrew and 
Christian history with that of the four great 
successive pagan monarchies — the Assyrian, 
Persian, Macedonian and Roman. This was 
carried further in the 'Chronicle' of Eusebius 
(c. 260-340), and Jerome was able to find sSip- 
tural sanction for this synthesis in the prophecy 
contained in the last chapters of Daniel, "That 
long history,' says Professor Burr, "which was 
now their preamble was the sacred story of the 
chosen people, with its Jacob's ladder forever 
linking earth to heaven. The central actor was 
Jehovah, now the God of all the earth. About 
that stoty and its culmination all other history 
must now fall into place; and from the sacred 
record — for the record too is sacred — may 
be learned the plans of the Omnipotent. It was 
Jerome who now found them in the interpreta- 
tions and the visions of Daniel — in the image 
with head of gold and belly of brass, in the four 
great beasts that came up out of the sea — 
and from his day on almost to ours the chang- 
ing empires of earth have Jipcn forced to find 
« }ilace within that scheme. -.^iVhatever in tion- 
sacred annals was found in conflict with Holy 
Writ must be discardecL^lVhat was left must 
be adjusted to its woTiS. Uan's career on 
earth became a fall. Nor might human wit 



tian synthesis received its great philosophic 
statement at)d defense in Augustine's 'City of 
God' (426 ) ,^ t was finally systematized in the 

Sotesque lint fiery 'Seven Books of History 
reeled against the Pagans' (417) of Orosius, 
which was the standard text on universal his- 
tory until the revival of the appreciation of 
pagan culture with the advent of 'Humanism,* 
when it was riddled by the scholarship of Fla-' 
Tius Bbndus (1388-1463) and was superseded 
by the 'Enneades' of SabeHicus (1436-1506), 
the humanist IWempt at a universal history. 

An important part of the Christian synthe- 
sis was tbe synchroiuzlng of ithe events in the 
hbtory of the Gentile and Hebrew nations and 
the establishment of an official Christian chro- 
nology. The initial step was taken in this proc- 
ess by Julius Africanus in his 'Clironographia.* 
In this, the period of the creation was set as 
having occurred 5499 years before Christ, and 
subsequent events in world history were dated 
Arough an ingenious combination of the various 
aystems of chronology used by the different 
nations. Euubius expanded the work of Afri- 
canus in his Tamous 'Chronicle,* in which he 
epitomized universal history in .a set of parallel 
■^optic and synchronous chronological tables 
giving the rei^s of the mlers of the "four 
great monarchies* synchronised with the events 



of Hebrew history. «In these tables." aayc 
President White, "Moses. Joshua and Bacchus, 
— Deborah, Orpheus and the Amazons, — Abi- 
melech, the Sphinx, and Oedipus, appear to- 
gether as personages equally real, antl their 
positions in chronology equally ascertained.* 
The chronology of Eusebius was adopted hy 
Jerome in his 'Chronicle,' and in Jerome's ver- 
sion it became the authoritative Christian 
chronology until it was slightly revised by Scal- 
iger in 1583 and Usher in 1650. It entered ssrs- 
tematic church history in the 'Historia Tripar- 
tita' of Cassiodorus and was the introduction 
to every authentic medieval chronicle. 
Qn this Christian synthesis of world history, 
aside from the artificialily of its chronology 
and synchronisms, two characteristics are note- 
worthy, namely, the absurd relative importance 
attached to Hebrew history and the seriotis 
bias against pagan civilization which made 
an objective historical narrative absolutely 
imfio3stbI£''^f the former tendency Pro- 
fessor RSbinson has said, 'this theological 
unity of history was won at a tremendous 
sacrifice of all secular perspective and 
accuracy. The Amoritea were invested with 
an importance denied the Carthaginians. 
Enoch and Lot loomed laree in an age which 
scarcely knew Pericles.* It is a curious but 
inconie«tabk fact that the Jewish nation 
owes its prominence in world history, to 
these distortions of the earljf Christian histo- 
rians. Always on the defensive in the Patris- 
tic period, the churchmen were compelled to 
answer the charge of having been the cause of 
the calamities which came to the Roman Empire 
in the 4th and Sth centuries. The calamiries 
could not be denied, and so the only procedure 
possible was to prove a greater prevalence oE 
misery before the Christian era. "This was par- 
ticularly the task assigned by Augustine to C 



shutting his eyti to all the cultural contribu- 
tions 01 antiquity, he gathered a veritable "his- 
toria calamitatum* by combing pagan history to 
present an unrelieved picture "of all the most 
signal horrors of war, pestilence and famint 
of the fearful devastation of earthauakes and 
innundations, the destruction wrougnt by fiery 
eruptions, by lightning and hail, and the awful 
misery due to crime.* "All the achievements of 
Egypt. Greece and Rome,* says a leading his- i 
tonan, "tended to wnk out of «ight in the mind 
of Augustine's disciple, Orosius, only the woe^^ 
of a devil-worshipping heathendom lingered.* 
When one remembers tnaf this work was almost 
the sole source of information during the Mid- 
dle Ages reganUng the history of pagan an- 
tiquity, it is littte wonder that Blondus could 
remark in the 15th century, that since Oro^us 
there had been no history. Yet. in si»t« of (he 
external and conscious bias of the 'Fathers* 
against pagan culture, they could not escape 
the unoonscious sources of influence springing 
out of their enviroittnent of paganism. Thus, 
by a curious irony of fate, it came about that 
the classical culture they assumed to abhor 
actually influenced their cosmic and historical 
philosophy as much, if not more, than the cul- 
tural traditions of Judaism. The "Fathers* 
used the classical languages and were always 
under the ^1 of classical rhetoric; many oi 
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tbem were educated as pagans; their syncretic 
ttifology was deeply colored wilb pag^n ele- 
ments; and their political ideab and practices 
were so tboroughty modelled after those o( the 
Roman l^ptrc that Professor Burr baa very 
»ptly descnbed 'the oiigins of the Christian 
ecclesiastical polity as *die rise of the new 
Home.' This much is evident from such 
sources of information as ^ve been preserved. 
If the great mass of eerly Christian historical 
wiitMig which has been k^t were available for 
study it might well be that an even greater 
amount of mfihration of pagan ctdture could 
be detected. 

2. The Chriatian PhilOBOphy of Histoqr.— 
Almost as wide as the break with the classical 
bis tonography with respect to the status of 
pagan culture was the difference in the great 
emphasis placed ^ pragmatism and teleology 
in the Patristic historical literatuiel To the 
early Christian historians the 'process of lus- 
toiy" had a real ugnificance and meaning, it 
was a part of a greater cosmic process in which 
God and man were the chief participants. 'The 
Christians were perhaps the first to suspect a 
real grandeur in history," says Professor Rob- 
inson, 'for to them it became a divine e^c, 
stretching far back to the creation 'of man and 
forward to the final separation of good and 
evil in a last magnificent and decisive crisis.* 
Q%is Christian philosophy of history, which has 
Deen so felicitously termed by Saniayana the 
•Christian Epic,* was gradually evolved bj[ ihf 
'Fathers* and received its final and decisive 
systetiutic expression in Augnstine's 'Gty af 
God.M This philosophy, drawn more from Per- 
sian iTid Hellenic than from Hebrew sources, 
considered the historic process as a pan ^ the 
consequential portion — of a' great cosmic 
stru^le between the forces of good and eviL 
In Its earthly and historical significance this 
conflict was a struggle between the City of 
God — the community of the elect believers in 
the Hebrew and Christian God — and the Cilj u£ 
Satan — the collective name of the previous and 
contemporary adherents to p^janism. Its final 
outcome was to issue in the glorious triumph 
of the former and the utter destruction and 
discomfiture of the latter. With such a philo- 
sophical badcground it is not difficult to under- 
stand that Christian historiography was prag- 
matic to a degree not dreamed of by either 
Polybius or Dionysius ; it was *phiIosophy 
teadiing by example* with a real vengeance. 
With such issues at slake the most insignificant 
event could not fail to have its vital import. 
This *epic,> which received its philosophical 
exposition from Augustine, was illustrated from 
history by Orosius and was given an el^jant 
literary form in the 'Chronica' of Sulpicius 
Severus (363-423). 



widely itOm the canons of bisiorical method 
laid down by Thucydides and Polyluus. In 
addition to their ironendous bias against pagan- 
ism, which made objectivi^ out of the ques- 
tion, it was necessary to devise a special medbod 
lor handling 'inspired" documentsT] To assume 
towards the Hebrew creation titW the critical 
attitude that Hecataeus maintained toward the 
Greek raythology would have been impious and 
sinful. Therefore, if the obvious content of the 



Inspired statement was preposterous and unbe- 
lievable, some hidden or inner meaning must be 
found, and, in response to this necessity, alle- 
gory and symbolism replaced candor and critical^ 
analysis as the foundations of historical met hod / 
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moral, anagogical, mystical, to be discerned 
beneath them." The allegorical method of in- 
terpreting the Old Testament had been intro- 
duced by the Alexandrian Jew, Philo Judaeus, 
and appeared in early Christian writings in the 
Book of Revelations^ in "The Epistle d£ Barna- 
bas" and in 'The Shepherd of Hennas." Its 
main early impulse among the Fathers came 
from Origen (186-255). According to Origea, 
says Conybeare, 'Whenever we meet with such 
useless, nay impossible, incidents and precepts 
as these, we must discard a literal interjiretation 
and consider of what moral interpretation they 
are capable, with what higher and mysterious 
meaning they are fraught, what deeper truths 
they were intended symbolically and in alle- 
gory to shadow forth. The divine wisdom has 
of set purpose contrived these little traps and 
stumbling blocks in order to cry halt to our 
slavish historical imderstanding of the text, by 
inserting in its midst sundry things that are 
impossible and unsuitable, llie Holy Spirit so 
waylays us in order that we may be driven by 
passages which taken in their prima facie sense 
cannot be true or useful, to search for the ulte- 
rior truth, and seek in the Scriptures which we 
believe to be inspired by God a meaning wor- 
thy of him.'f^his allegorizing tendency, which 
vaulted over-cfiticism, was almost universally 
accepted by the 'Fathersinbd received its clas- 
sical expression ia the 'Moralia,* or <Commeik. 
tary on the Book of Job,' of Gregory the Great 
(540-(My, and the <Allegoriae quaedam sacrae 
Scripturae' of Isadore of Seville (d. 636), 
which gave in chronological order the allegorical 
significance of ail the persons mentioned in the 
Old and New Testaments. These became stand- 
ard mediaeval manuals on allegon^ 

Another element wliich entereiTlBto the his- 
torical attitude|^nd metbodolixy of the Patris- 
tic period waaiNeoplatonismJ With its thesis 
of the superiorly of the emotions and intuition 
to reason and intellect and its advocacy of *im- 
bounded credulity,* it fitted in admirab^. with 
the Patristic mental reactions and became an 
inte^sral part of the psychic complex of the 
Patristic and mediicval historians and philoso- 
phers. Augustine flirted with it in his youth 
and it loomed large in his later philosophy. Its 
great medisval impulse came mainly from the 
philosophical and literary activities of Erigena. 
rtlong with the allegorizing tendency it served 
nb make quite Impossible any sceptical and crit- 
ical attitude towards the sources of historic^ 
knowledgdT] 

Not only were these two standards for the 
use and iiyerpretation of historical docimicnts 
erected, /Tut there were also, delimited two 
sharply Hefined fields of history, the sacred and 
the profane, -the first relating^ religious and 
the latter to secular activitiesT It is needless 
to remark that an incomparifBlj' greater im- 
portance was attached to sacred history and that 
the working of a miracle was considered much 
more significant than the makntg of a constif 
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tion. The "^Fathers* were willing to devote the 
most extended labor to the allegorical explana- 
tion of dubious and contradictory statements iif 
scripture, but it is impossible to imagine one 
gathering and analyzing the contenis of 158 
oocLstitutMms. It is only fait to state, however, 
that the evident decline of historical scholarship 
in the Patristic period cannot be wholly as- 
signed to the Christian attitude towards his- 
torical da>ta and problems. Though there were 
the reasons enumerated above why the Chris- 
tian historiiograpby was bound to be leu aound 
than its pagan counterpart, it cannot be denied 
that the period of the 'Later Roman Empire* 
was one of general intellectual decline, and the 
lanse of the ideals of the height of classical 
culture afiected pagan, as well as Chnstian, 
writers. 

4. Systematic Eccleaiastical History in the 
Patristic Period.— The most creditable per- 
formances in the realm of Patristic histonog- 
raphy were achieved in the held of syste- 
matic history of the Christian Church. Though 
the 'Weltanschauung' of the writers marred 
their perspective and warped their inteipreia- 
tion, the resulting damaee to historical scholar- 
ship was least in this cepartmenL While the 
anti-pagan bias, the lust for the miraculous, the 
pious credulity of the writers and the Christian 
philosophy of history were all in evidence, the 
very nature of the subject made their operation 
less disastrous here than in the synthesis of the 
history of antiquity; attention was centered^ 
almost entirely upon ecclesiastical matters and 
the writers dealt in a large degree with their 
co-religionists of the immediate past who 
scarcely received the reverence accorded to per- 
sonages who had figured in scriptural events — 
the Church Fathers, like the makers Of the 
American constitution, were not always canon- 
ized by their own generation^ 

The earliest semi-narrative sources of the 
history of the foundations of Christianity are 
to be found in the 'Ejistles' of the 1st century 
and in the 'Synoptic Gospels,' written probably 
in the last quarter of the century. Of [he 
former.jhe most important, naturally, are those 
of Paul, the great ..organizing missionary and 
theologian of the early Church. Of the Gos- 
pels, the earliest and most reliable is the 
straight-forward narrative of Mark, written 
about 70 A.D. The 'Acts of the Apostles ' the 
TenYalningcanonicalhinoncal worfcof the Apos- 
tolic period, was written by the author of Luke 
about lOO A.E. The "Apologists" of the 2d and 
3d centuries are also valuable sources of infor- 
mation, though their writings were highly con- 
troversial. The first, and the most erudite and 
scholarly systematic ecclesiastical history of the 
Patristic period was the work of Eusebius of 
Caesarea (c. 260-340). His 'Htslory of the 
Christian Church,' which, in 10 books, brought 
the story to 324, was a work of 'massive erudi- 
tion and relatively high impartiality, but was 
compiled without literary skill and was most 
superficial in its analysis of the underlying 
causes of the great social and religious move- 
ments. Though he vras not a profound thinker, 
Eusehius was a' real scholar and the literature 
he examined in the execution of his work was 
enormous. Many of the most important docu- 
ments he used were copied in exienso in his 
history: this makes the work a most valuable 
source Dook which cootains the only extant por- 



tions of some highly important early Christiaii 
writings. A vast gulf exists between the leval 
of the histories of Eusehius and Orosius. 

The 'History' of Eusehius was continued by 
the historians Socrates, Sozomen and Theodore! 
in the 5th century. The whole was combined 
and translated into Latin under the direction 
of Cassiodorus (477-5?0) in the 6th century, 
and the narrative was continued to S18. This 
productgf Cassiodorus and his disciples, known 
as thevHistoria tripartita,' was the general 
manuar&f church history throughout the middle 
ages. Though confused, incoherent, inaccurate 
and annalisiic, it was certainly siqierior to the 
companion^ text-hook on secular lustory by 
Orosius. ^he greatest defect in the early 
Church mntories was their failure Co analyze 
die deeper fofoes and the more significant 
events in the great reUgious movement which 
th^ were describing. This was due in part lo 
the belief that Christianity was being advanced 
tbroueh divine favor and ia pan to the fact 
that the writers all succumbed to the tempta- 
tion to treat prinwuily of wonders, miracles, 
martyrs and saints. I 

Christian biogr^pny was founded by Jerome's 
<De viris illustribus,' a brief sketch of the lives 
of all who had contributed to the body of Chris- 
tian literature, and by the biographies of the 
earlier saints and hermits. Jerome's work was 
continued by Gennadius (c. 49S), a priest of 
Marseilles, and by Isadore of Seville in works 
of ihe same title. Isadore's compilation was, in 
turn, supplemented bv that of Ilde[^nsus of 
Toledo (d. 667), and the process of addition 
continued through the medixvat period to cul- 
minate in the collection of 963 biographies in 
die 'Liber scriptorum ecclesiasticorum* of 
Johannes Tritbemius (1462-1516); abbot of 
Sponheim. The astonismng credulity of even 
die most learned of these early bioeraphers, 
ai»d thdr zeal for "miracle-mongerfng" can 
best be appreciated by a perusal of such a work 
as Jerome's 'Life of Paul the First Hermit* 
or Atha^asius' 'Life of Saint Anthony.' 

Vlf. Historical LnEBATURE ii* the Middle 
1. Its Relation to Patristic Antecedents.— 



historica! authorities for the Middle Age 
that there was no break with the Patristic 
philosophy of history or historical methods. 
•Tlie Middle Ages,*" says Professor Burr, "did 
not dissever history and theology. Nay to for- 
bid tt there grew to completeness that con- 
summate preserver of the unity of thought, the 
procedure against heresy. And to the end of 
that long age of faith history did not escape the 
paternal eye.* The chief representatives of his- 
toriography in the Middle Ages, as of otfier 
phhses oif mediieval culture, were chnrchtncft of 
one sort or another. The same zeal for the 
miraculous and diabolical and disregard of such 
non-essential "commonplaces" as the foiindatiott 
and disruption of states and epoch-making po- 
litical, economic and social movements still per- 
sisted unimpaired. The "Christian Epic* kept 
its prestige unshatteredandalmost unchallenged 
for 14 centuries, ^stuit>ed only sli^tly by the 
13th century 'revival,* the growth of humanism 
and the controversies of the Reformation period. 
It never received its first staggering blow until. 
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in the 18th century, the Enfclish and French 
•Deists* and ■Philosophes* reveakd its weak- 
nesses and inconsistencies by their penetrating 
and disconcerting criticism. H an yihiny j jn at 
least the first centuries after tfie close of the 



Patristic period, fliere was a decline Ijuiciiokr- 
sbip. Tlie medisEval writers TiOt onTyretained 
riie Patristic defects but added to them the ab- 
sence of the great erudition of many of the 
^'Fathers* and the presence of those crudities 
incident to a recent emergence from barbarism. 
This assimilation of the Patristic outkxik and 
methodology and its adaptation to medixval 
capacities was primariiy the wort of Rhabaiius . 
Maunis (776-856), his pupil and disciple, Waia- 
f rid StTabo (c. 509-849) and John Scotus Eri- 
gi:na (d. 877). Heinrich von Sybel thus sum- 



annalist grew wider, until the annals became, 
with such a work as Roger of Hoveden's 'An- 
nals of Enghsh History,> in die early 13ih cen- 
tury, a valuable record of the development of 

The origin and development of the 'Chron- 
icle' WAS immediately related to the growth of 
the annals. The annals were primarily a yearly 
record set down by a contempowy. The 
chronicle was more comprehensive. ]fh normally 
consisted in the summarizing of di(f history of 
a considerable period on the basis of one or 
more sets of annals, preservine the chronolog- 
ical arrangement of the annalsT] Many of the 
events transcribed by the chrdBMer micht hav^ 
occurred before liis period and he might com- 
bine the records contained in several annals in 
order to obtain a more complete and compre- 
hensive story. To this compilation of annals 
was usually added, as an introduction, Jerome's 
translation of Eusebius' 'Oironide,' which 
linked up the local chronicle with the Christian 
synthesis of world history from the beginning 
of creation. With the expansion of the basic 
annals in scope and pertinence, the chronicles 
became more and more an approximation to a 
history, until in the 'Anglo Saxon Chronicle,* 
the 'Chronicle' of Hermann of Reichenau 
(d. 1054), the 'Universal Chronicle* of Ekke~ 
hard of Aurach in the early 12th century, the 
'Chronicle' of Otto of Freising (d. 1158) and 
the 'Greater Chronicle' of Mallhcw of Paris 
(d. 1259) this characteristic vehicle of medixval 
historiography became one of the most thorouijh 
and reliable sources of information available in 
that age, 

The following were the most important of 
the mediaeval annals. For the Cfarolingian 
period the 'Greater Annals of Lorsch' and their 
continuation to 829 in the 'Royat"Annals,' the 



vith 

existing rights, dontnating interests and prev- 
alent beliefs." ^ 

2. HcdiKval Annals Mnd Chronidei — An 
excellent tUtl^fration of the primitive nature of 
iTiedixval culture h the fact thai during the 
first centuries the main form of historical writ- 
ings was the 'Annals' which had been common 
in early Egypt and Babylonia. Tbe median>al 
example of this type of historical writing origi- 
nated in the early Carolingion period as an ift-, 
cident of the medieval desire to locate the 
exact occurrence of Easter. The absence of a 
general knowledge of astronomy and chronology 
made it necessary for the more learned churu- 
men to prepare and distribute to monks and- 
priests Easter tables giving the dates upon which 
Easter would occur for many years in advance. 
An almost universal practice arose of indicating 
on ttie margin opposite each year, the event, 
which, in the mind of the recorder, seemed to 
laske that year roost significant in the history 
of the locality. LJJot only were these early 
annals very scanty in the information they con- 
tained, on account of mentioning only one or 
two conspicuous events which occurred during 
the year, but they were rendered still less valu- 
able because the mediaeval annahst frequently 
considered most important some insignificant 
avowed miracle or the transfer of the bones of 
a saint, information of little or no ralne to the 
modern investigaio^jln time, however, entries 
were more frequ^m and the interests of the 



ing with early French history are those of 
Flodoaid ..(d. 966). For English medieval his- 
tory Itaere is the afiove mentioned work of 
Roger of Hoveden coming down to 1201. For 
mediaeval Germany the great annalistlc sources 
are the elegantly written but prejudiced 'Annals 
of Lambert of Hersfeld,' covering the period 
to 1077, and the more valuable 'Greater Annals 
of Cologne,' wliich come to 1237. 

The chronicles dealing with medieval Ger- 
man history begin with those of Frcdcgarius '' 
the Schoolmaster in the 7th century and of 
Regino of Priinf'in the 10th, and include the 
audioritative 'Chronicle' of Hermann of 
Reichenau (d. 1054), Ekkehard of Aurach's'' 
'Universal Chronicle,' compiled at the begin- 
ning of the 12lh century and the most "com- 
prehensive of aU medixval chronicles, the 
'Chronicle' of Otto of Freising (d. 1158), the ^ 
most notable of 12th century historians, and the 
valuable 'Chronicle' of Arnold of Liibeck ' 
(d. 1212). For France the more famous chron- 
icles arc the 'Chronicle of Nantes,' coming to 
1049, those of Hugh of Flavigny and Sige- 
bert of Gembloux in the 12th cenluiy and of 
William oJ NaiMjis at the beginning of the 14th 
century. The 'Chronicles' of Frotssart (1373 ff) 
are attractive but highly colored and prejudiced 
and they illustrate to some extent (he transition 
from the medieval chronicle to the histori*^',! 
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For England the great mediEeval 

chronicles are the "Anglo-Saxon Chronicle' 
describing ev«Ms to II54; Roger of Wendovei^s 
*Flowers of History,' coming down to 1235, 
and Iheir continuation to 1259 in Matthew of 
Paris' 'Greater Chronicle.' From Italy is the 
valuable and voluminous 'Florentine Chronicle' 
ot Giovanni Villani, dealing with events to 
1348. 

3, AttemptB at Systematic HtBtory.— The 
efforts to produce something like a systematic 
historical treatise during the medixval period 
varied greatly in their success. Their nature 
was, on the whole, closely correlated with the 
changes in the general level of culture. The 
earliest were usually slovenly and labored in 

_ style, sadly inacctirate in grammar and entirely 

* credulous and uncritical in method. liL-the 
latter part of the period, however, the. level of 
scholarship was ^raised, and in the works of 
such an HSIorian" as Ot to of Fre isinc. in the 
middlt-rfTS^ I2th ceTifin' yr Jii e ii[ e K[v foP-the 
first"^llfiiers*ilh an author who wilt compare 
favorably with the second-rate figtrres in classical 
histoiioBxajihy. CJn the whole, thefe'were few 
atteni;pts at a general or international history of 
a period, ana the histories chiefly' concerned 
local or national events and movements or the 
deeds of a conspicuous national monardl^ 

The following were the more iri1w>rtant 

works dealing with German history from the 

period of the "Invasions.* The first of these, 

^and the earliest product of mediseval hisloriog- 

/ raphy, was the 'Ten Books of Prankish His- 

^ tory> of Gregory of Tours (540-594), which is 
the main source of information regarding the 
origin of the Merovingian dynasty. It was 
naive, credulous and prejudiced against the 
Goths, but was an exceedingly straightforward 
and human document, and was based, to a 
considerable degree, on GregoiVs direct ob- 
servations. The Lombards found their national 

^ historian in Paul the Deacon (725-800), an 
ertidite member of the groi^ of scholars at 
the court of Charlemagne. His 'History of the 
Lombards' was greatly superior to Gregory's 
work with respect to both accuracy and style. 
The first layman to produce an historical work 
in the medieval period was Nijjiard, whose 
'Four Books of History' present an able and 
■' lucid narrative of the civil wars among the 
grandsons of Charlemagne and offer one of 
the few examples of vivid secular interests on ' 
the part of a medieval historian. 'The Saxon 
emperors had as their dynastic historian the 
monk Widukind, whose 'Deeds of the Saxons' 
gave an able survey of the reigns of Henry I 
and Olio »he Great. A more penetrating ac- 
count of the culture of this period is found in 
the 'Book of Retribution,' the 'History of 

' Otto' and the 'Legatio' of Liutprandt of Cre- 
mona (d. 973). The finest products of medixval 
German historiography from the standpoint of 
style, accuracy and philosophic grasp were the 
'Deeds of the Emperor Frederick the First* 
and the above mentioned 'Chronicle' of Bishoo 
Otto of Frcising (c. 1114-58). While his lack. 
of any scientific canons of criticism, his revival 
of the Aiigiistinc-Orosius philosophy of history 
in his 'Chronicle* and his bias in favor of his 
royal patron all combined to prevent hig rank- 
ing with the greatest historians of classical 
antiquitv,n)is work illustrates the highest point 
to whichrttle strictly medisval German his- 



toriography attainedjThe eminent authority, 
Wegele, says of the *ork of Otto : "A writer 
possessing such extraordinary literary talent 
as Otto of Frdsing did not appear again in 
German history for many a century. However 
much Lambert of Hersfeld may have excelled 
him as a polished narrator. Otto more than 
made up for this by ihe deep seriousness of his 
world-philosophy and the loftiness of the view- 
point which he invariably main lain ed.FWhat- 
ever anyone may think of his philoaopHy, he is 
the only medijeval German historian who was 
able to grasp in a philosophical manner the 
march of worU-history jnd who sought to give 
it a judicious expositioiO>And he occupies no 
less conspicuous a positioJ as a lerrator of die 
history of his own times." 

_ For France, alleged historical works began 
with the prolix and hij!;hly prejudiced 'Four i 
Books of History' of Richer, who wrote at the 
very close of the 10th century and is almost the 
sole source for the establishment of the 
Capetian dynasty. An even less reliable and a 
thoroughly mediaeval work with the same title 
by Raoul Glaber carried the story down for a 
half century further. Somewhat better was the 
'Gesta Dei per Francos' of Guibert ot Ncwent 
(1053-n24), which tells the story of the First 
Crusade, but it is based largely on an earlier 
Norman narrative and the author is hoiKlessly 
confused when he loses his guide. In the I2tn v 
century a superior work appeared in the lively 
and attractive 'Ecclesiastical History' of Or. 
dericus Vitalis (1075-1142). Something like a 
real history is to be seen in Rigord's (c. 1150- 
1209) 'Deeds of Philip Augustus,' in the prep- 
aration of which the author made some ele- 
mentary use of the available documents, letters 
and archives. The 'Conquete de C^stanti- 
nople,' by GeofFroy dc Villehardouin (c. 1160- 
1213), was one of the more wtable historical 
products of the Middle Ages. A It was the firab 
mediseval historical work of Iny consequent™! 
which was written in the vernacular. While ifc-* 
was somewhat of an apology for Villehardouin's 
policy in the Fourth Crusade, it is much the best 
extant source for an interpretation of the real 
spirit of the Crusaders. It was a straight- 
forward account, written in a vigorous and 
concise style being full of personal touches and 
throbbing with virile human interests. The 
'C!hronic1es of France, England, Scotland and 
Spain,' originally written by Froissart (1338- 
1410), a 14th centun- Lamartine, about 1375, 
have been mentioned above. They were the 
work of a poet and chronicler and were 
avowedly written to 'delight and please* his 
readers, and in this he succeeded wholly. It is 
episodical history at its best for literature and 
near its worst for history, though it is the 
fullest extant source for the Hundred Years' 
War. An incomparably superior .historical 
work was the 'Mimoires' of Philippe de Co"in=>— i 
mines (c. 1445-1511), dealing with the period 
of Louis XI. It was a vigorous narrative ex- 
hibiting almost all of the traits of the true 
historian — a good grasp on the meaning of 
events, penetrating analysis of motives, a de- 
scription of contemporary culture and sound 
generalizations. Especially did Commines em- 
phasize the political and pragmatic value of 
history and advised all statesmen and diplo- 
mats to "study it well, for it holds the master 
key to all types of fraijld?, ^iecjil^aRdMIp^Til^.''- 



HISTORY, ITS RISK AMD DBVELOPHSHT 



919 



With this work French history enters on the 
modem period. 

Aside from the above mentioned chroniclers, 
&e avowed media: val English historians were 
few. The confused and gloomy description of 
the invasions by Gildas (c 516-570) has ac- 
quired an undeserved fame because of its being 
the only available source for that important 
period. A fine product of the l inyer ing classical 
*" culture in TKE"nwl Ift Cf "Etirope is to oe found 
in BedcTTc.' '^^^*-J^^> ^imr"° .'Ecclesiastical 
Historyo f the English Na tion.' The work of 

niscence ofT"la 5t pa ssi ngTHiwre rath er than a 
promise oXj-Jie g^efjrlii BlU lUflUBPillliy." On the 
An^to-Saxon afill "TTU ivuui ' ' mona rchs a work 
of interest and merit was "The History of the 
Kings of England,' by William of Malmesbury 
(d. 1142). It is generally agrc«d that the lead- 
ing English medixval historian was Matthew of 
Paris fd. 1259). His 'Greater Chronicle' dealt 
with the troubled times in the middle of the 13th 



belong almost as much as in the field of sys- 
tematic history, the works of Otto of Freising 
and Rigord. Among these mediaeval bio^pbers, 
especially such as Einhard and JoinviUe, one 
finds some of the best examjiles of the rare 
emergence of secular interests in mediaeval his- 

tonog raphy. N 

~ SeWral facts stand out from even the fore-j 



tonography, the historical works of the Middle 
Ages were for the most part concerned withi 
strictly contemporary history. The treatment | 
of a remote period was almost invariably ii 
nature of a rude and scanty chronicle of events. I 
In_the second place, it is almost impossible ' 



English 1 
thus 



thew of Paris and his historical writings: "His 
narrative is plain, straightforward and lucid, 
with here and thei« a little bk of graphic de- 
scription, but it contains itothing that is highly 
coloured or introduced as a mere erabellish- 
ment. The whole interest of the history arises 
simply out of the facts tiiemselves and the 
trutnf ulness with which Ahey are depicted. The 
writer was far too much interested in what he 
had to tdl to adorn it with meretricious ^aces. 
He was a politician who felt itht moral signifi- 
cance of all that took place in his day, whether 
in England, at Rome, or in the distant East; 
and he expresses liis judgment without the 
least reserve, alike on the aoijs of his own 
sovereign, of his countrymen, and of the court 
of Rome. He is, in fact, the most distinctly 
political historian with whom we have yet had 
tio do. He has, no doubt, his feelings as a 
monk, resenting the presumption, in some 
cases, of these new orders of friars, though 
even here his complaints seem very fair. But 
his Noughts rise altogether above mere class 
and party considerations. He is not so much 
a monk as an Enelish politician, and yet not 
English exclusive^, but ■ cosmopolitan. His 
merits, even in his own day, as a man of great 
judgment and impartiality seem to have been 
resowned over Europe.* 

4, Me<Haeval Historical Biography.— The 



tary figures in the i. 



e Ages n 



„.- mada attractive 

subjects for historical biography?p)tten the 
fflonardi subsidized or otherwise^avored a 
biographer to ensure a properly flattering record 
of his deeds, "heedless to say, strict impar- 
tiality was never observed, and sycophancy often 
was added to the other defects of medieval 
historiography. , In addition, the theolo^ca] 
coloring of aJl mi-iixval thought led the Inog- 
rapher to represent the great secular figures o_f 
the period as the ch<^en agents of Divine Provi- 
dence in their ag^TlOf these medise val biog- 
' raphies the most Tlstable were 'The Life of 
Charlemaene,' by Ei^,, ard; 'The Life of Louis 
the Fat,' by Sugcr; an TornvilJe's 'Life of Saint 
Louis,' one "Of the pol.shed French historical 
works written in the vmacular. Here also 



_ methodology. Thirdly, it is notice- 
able that the vast majority of the writeu were 
churchmen. Therefore, while the ecdmuastics 
cannot be too severely criticized for theiryidA- 
tion of historical methods, it is well to rewm- 
ber that without fhem mediaeval historical lit- > 
erature would have been practically a blank, i 
Fourthly, it will readily be apparent that medis- i 
val history was almost exclusively episqdical, ,' 
.there bein^ almost no attempt to analyze the; 
deeper social, economic and intellectual forcesi 
in tustorical develoiMnent. Fiiully, one can 
easily discern that, with the stimulation of in- 
tellectual interests during and following the , 
Crusades, there came an increase in flie volume . 
of hisiorical output and an improvement in its 
quali^ that was a prophecy of a future recov- . 
ery of the lOst historical siand^ds of classical 
andfluiH, Z 

5. The Arabic HistoriaiH of. the Middle 

Aget,— 'nie contribution of the Arabs to 
medixval cukure was not Imignificant in the 
field of hkioriography, but only a few of the 
more ttotable Arabic historians can be men- 
tioned in this place. Orosius found his Ara- 
bian counterpart in Tabari. (846-932), who 
compiled the first universal history from the 
Mohammedan point of view. The events of 
history were adapMd to the creation of a ■Mo- 
hammedan EiMc" justifying the triumph of 
Islam. History and ethnography were com- 
bined in the voluminous works of Mas'udi (d 
966), whose wide travels carried trim over most 
of Asia, Africa and Europe. Not until, the 
publication of the lustories dealing with the 
discoveries of the 16th century was there an- 
other work which contained as much descrip- 
tive ethnofH'aphic material. The ablest contrib- 
utor to historical biography among the Arabs 
was Tbn KhalUkan fd. 1^), whom experts 
rank with tfce best Wograpfcers of classical an- 
tiquity. The first Arab historian to possess 
any considerable philosophic grasp upon cause 
and eflfect in historical development was Athir 
(1160-1232). But far and away the ablest and 
most significant figure in Arab historiography 
was Ibn Khaldim ( 1 332-1 406 ).f_H is import- 
ance lies in the iinique feat, ftfTThe time, of 
having been able to rationalize the subject of 
history and to reflect upon its methods and 

.... ir r_'. '' 

atic presentation of his theoretical views, he 
drew a sharp distinction between the conven- 
tional armalistic and eiriso*cal hisiorical writ- 
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ing of his time and histoijy as he conceived of 
it, as .the science of the ongin and devel^nient 
of dvilizalson. Anticipating Vioo and Turgot, 
he comprehended the nature of the unity and 
continuity of historical development. In 
mailced oontntst with the static or eschatolog- 
ical conceptions of contemporary Christian his- 
toriography was his dynamic the^s that the 
process of historic growth is subject to con- 
stant change comparable to the lite of the in- 
dividual organism, and he made clear the co- 
operation of psychic and environmental factors 
in tlus evolution of civilization. Flint makes 
the following estimate of the ngnificance of 
his work: "The first writer to tretrt history 
as *e proper c^jecl of a special science was 
Mohammed Ihn Khaldtm. Whether on this 
account be is to be regarded or not as the 
founder of the science of history is a ques- 
tion as to which there may well be difference 
of opinion; but no candid reader of his 
'PiUMgomena' can fail to admit that his 
claim to the honor is more valid than that of 
any other author previous to. Vice* 

VIII. HUUANISH AND HlSTOSIOGaAPHY. 

1. The Renaiuance and HnnuBiam^ Re- 
cent research and a more critical examination 
of the intellectual currents of European his- 
tory have profoundly mo<Kiied the exaggerated 
opinions of Burckhardt and Symonds with re- 
gard to the relation of the so-called *Renai«- 
sance* to Vie development of European thought. 
It has been shown that, at the best, this period 
did not mark a direct and_consdous advance 
toward modewi concepts, fbut was distincdy 
the revival of interest inTh antique culturt 
which was in many fundamental ways opposed 
to the present-dav outlooItAThis revival in- 
directly contributed toward "Wt development of 
modem thought chiefly through its aid in 
breaking up the ecclesiastical "fixation* of 
medisval thought and by bringing tojhe front 
again an interest in secular mattei^ In its 
broadest sense the literapr phase of tSs move- 
ment is now conventionally designated as 
•Humanism,' meaning by tins not only a re- 
vival of interest in classical literature, but also 
a renewal of appreciation for the broadly 
human interests and outlook of pagan culture. 
It was primarily an emotional and intellectual 
reaction against the narrow and ascetic atti- 
tude of the theologians without constituting 
any real or conscious revolution in theology, 

2. Characteristics of the Historiography 
of Humanism. — Though there were great dif- 
ferences in the quality of the product of the 
historians of this penod, as, for instance, be- 
tween the works of a Poggio and a Guicciardini, 
certain fundamental characteristics of the his- 
toriography of humanism were sufficiently 
general and universal to justify enumeration. 
The reaction of humanism upon historical writ- 
ing was strictly in accordance with the funda- 
mental aspects of the movement.\It meant, in 
the frst place, a search for classics! texts and 

■ the comparison, criticism and improvement of 
those recovered. Again, it greatly reduced the 
element of the miraculous in historical interpre- 
tation and lessenedthe 'emotional thrill' of 
the 'Christian Epic!l Pagan history was to 
some extent restoreffro the position from which 
it had been excluded by the Christian writers 
in general, and by Augustine and Orosius in 



particular. This was due tn part to the ad- 
miration of the humanists for classical culture, 
and in part to the fact, thau4or the firs 



theo[ogian»~\ Naturally, also, the classical 
models of htStoriographj^ were effective in lead- 
an improjjjement in style and, what was 



importantpo a greater attention to politi- 
id social (S^ts and forces — it meant ' 
■seculariiation of histoi^ A powerful i 



cal and social (■ 



pulse in this latter directionfTame from the be- 
ginnings of modem nationalism in the Italian 
city-states. Also, the criticism of literary 
texts produced at least an elementary sense of 
the value of a critical handling of historical 
documents. Finally with the humanists his- 
tory became more historical. With their cen- 
tre of interest in the culture of a period long 
past, historical writing could no longer b? 
limited entirely to contemporary history or to 
a mere repetition of the threadbare 'Chronicle' 
of Jerome. In the large, however, humanism 
meant to historical writmg a great literary and 
cultural improvement but much less of an ad- 
vance in scientific method — it was a great im- 
pulse to history as literature but in no such 
degree to history as a critical science. The 
canons of Isocrates, Livy and Tacitus rather 
than of Thucydides and Polybius, were the 
fliuide of humanist historians. Nor did human- 
ism bring to historical writing that freedom 
from subserviency to vested interMj^ and au- 
thoritj^ that is commonly supposed. Tit emanci- 

Ealed it to a large degree from the*theological 
ias, but substituted a secular restraint which 
was often as damaging to objectivity and ac- 
curacy. ^ As Professor Burr has well stated 
the cas< "When the Middle Ages waned, the 
revived study of the ancients and the rise of a 
lay republic of letters did not at first, one must 
confess greatly advance the freedom of his- 
tory. The courtier humanist charged with a 
biography of his princely patron or a history 
of his dynasty, the humanist chancellor com- 
sioned by the city fathers to write the history 
of the town, was perhaps less free to find or teU 
the truth than had been the churchly chronicler 
unhampered by hereditary lords or local vanity. 
The audience, too, was humanist, and the tyranny 
of rhetoric, never wholly dispelled throughout 
the Middle Ajfes, now reasserted itself with 
double power. fit was the humanist historian's 
very function to- make the glories of his prince 
or of his city a vehicle for the displaj^cf the 
Latin style to which he owed his postj And 
it history, thus again an art, a branch rffnitera- 
tu re, dared in a field so secular to shun the 
mention of ecclesiastical miracle and even to 
forget the great plan of salvation, it was too 
often to borrow from the ancients i strange 
varnish of omin and of prodigy.' ^.Vhile it 
bore no causal relation to humanism, it should 
be remembered that it was d'^ring this period 
that the printing press, was "fivented and intro- 
duced into general u seT /lt S^^e a great stimu- 
lus to the 'making of tiooKs*in the field of his- 
tory, as in other branches of literary effort. In 
its largest significance for the future of histori- 
cal science, the invention ('f printing can be com- 
pared only to the oriBi*|al mastery of the art 
of writing. It is no?^ too much to say that 
neither Thucydides, P/>Iybius, Blondus, Mabilloa 
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analysis of po'litical events and activiliesT T 
standards of Bruni were adopted by bis Ver 



nor Raoke was as consequential or indisitensaMe 
in malrinjg possible the present status of his- 
toriography as the inventor of the art of print- 
ing by movable type, be he Coster, Gutenberg or 
someone yet to be discovered. 

3, The Chief Contribntors to the HiB- 
torlography of Hnmaniam. — Aside from the 
scholars whose activity lay solely in the search 
tor cJasstcaf texts, the first important ^uduct . 
of humanist historiography was 'The Twelve 
Books of Florentine History' by ' Leonard o 
Bnini (1369-1444 ). yn this and his lafer 'Com- 
Aientanes ' "are ~lo be found nearly all of the 
characteristics of the historiography of the 
humanist school — a moderate adherence to the 
canons of style of the Greek and Roman 
Rhetoricians, the opinion that classical rather 
than contemporary culture was the most promis- 
ing field for Mstorical inspiration, the elimina- 
^z^ .1 I r-u^^^. _i«.i.. ...^j 1^ 

:tical 

^ The 

Brum were adopted by his 

disciple^ Marcanton in Cnrrin (143fi-lS(lfi>, 

known as 'Sahellicus .' in flie prodtiction of the 
only serious humanist attempt at a world his- 
tory, his 'Enneades.' Though he took his 
chronology from Eusebius, he restored to the 
history of antiquity some degree of proportion 
in dealing with the various nations by depart- 
ing from the almost exclusive concern with 
Hebrew history, which had been the fashion 
for a millennium. Again, while he in no way 
foreshadowed Voltaire, that he made some 

Ero^esS toward rationalism and criticism may 
e seen from his i>Iactng the legend of Sam- 
son on a parity with that of Hercuies. The 
Seat gulf between the historiography of the 
itristtc ^riod and that of humanism can best 
be appreciated by a comparison of the 'En- 
neades' with 'The Seven Books of History 
against the Pagans.' If Bruni was the Hero- 
dotus of hinnamst historiography and Sabellicus 
its Diodorus, Fojffiio (138&-]45?> was ks 
Ephoms. His ' S3ft BooFs^of "Florentine His- 
tory' illustrate in its extreme fonn the influence 
of chssical rhetoric on humanist historical 
literature and one may agree with Pneter that 
■what be^ gained as a literary artist he lost as • 
an historian.* 

Of a widefy different character from the 
work of PoKfio was that of the most distin- 
guished histoncat critic of the period, Lauren- 
fins Valla (li07-57 >. Valla's only- sySlemaHc 
hlstoricarwork,' 'The History of Ferdinand I 
of Aragon' was not consjHCuously successful. 
It proved the author to be a 'scandal-monger" 
ratner than a bisiorian in the field of narrative, 
though it may have been a slight methodological 
advance to have substituted scandals for mira- 
cles. His achievement, for which he tps re- 
ceived undue fame in the field of criticism, was 
the final proof of the forgery of the 'Donation 
of Constantine.* the authenticity of which had 
already been doubted by Cosanus and Bishop 
Peacock. As Fueter has clearly shown. Valla 
acquired fame by virtue of the venerable nature 
of the document he attacked rather than by 
the skill or erudition he displayed in its analysis. 
It was a testimonial to bis courage rather than 
to his critical powers, which could be matched 
by several other humanists. As Emerton has 
s»d. "The most interesting thing about the ex- 
fiesure is rite atnazins ease of it. It does not 



prove' the grest learmnr or ctevemeis of the 
author, for neither of these was needed. The 
moment that the bare facts were held up to the 
world of scholars the whole tissue of absurd- 
ities fell Co pieces of its own weigjit.* Mors 
skill was shown in his 'Duo Tarquinii,* an 
attack on levy's treatment of a certain phase 
of early Roman history. This work also 
showed that the most highly esteemed of secular 
authorities w^s no more immune from critical 
lion than venerable ecclesiastical docu- 
Valla's methods were applied by his 
Venetian contempotrary, Bernardo Giastiniani 
(H0&-89 ). to dissipate the legends connected 
with the founding of Venice. 

Far the greatest historical scholar that Ital- 
ian humanism produced was Jlavius Blondui 
(1388-1463), the Timaeus of humanism, who ae- 
voted his life to a study of the antiquities of 
ancient Rome and the rise of the mediseval 
states. His ciuef wvHc was 'History since the 
Decline of the Power of the Romans,' in 31 
books. The most notable thing about this 
work, aside from the careful scholarship, was 
the original attitude that its author displayed in 
his interpretation of the significance of the 
mediaeval period. 'The novel element in the 
attttnde of Blondus,* says Professor Burr, *is 
that instead of thinking of the Middle A^es as 
the continuous history of a Roman Empire, as 
mediaevals had been wont to do, he left Rome - 
to the past and told the ston^-of the rising 
peoples who supplanted her." THc contributed" 
more,' says Fueter, 'to our knowledge of the 
Middle Ages and of Roman antiqflfty than 
all the other humanists combinedT* It is 
the best passible illustration of nie canons 
of humanism that its greatest historical 
scholar and savant was never given formal 
recognition or reward for his great con- 
tribution to scholarship, because he did .not 
possess an elegant literary stj^e. In a more 
fundamental sense, perhaps, his work was given 
the greatest testimonial possiblt^ in that, of all 
products of the historical scholarship of the 
period, it was the tnost plagiarized for informa- 
tion by later writers. In this way it contributed 
indirectly to the improvement of historical 
scholarsnip. The unpopularity of scholarship 
for its own sake, as shown by the experience 
of Blondus, explains why he had but one true 
ItaKan disciple, Calchj (1462-^:.1516), the his- 
torian of Milan. Blondus was the true precor-' 
sor of Mabillon and Tillemont. 

The humanist Pope, ^neas Sylvius Pi c- 
cploinini n405-64) , deserves mention in a 
sfeelcli ot humanist historiography more from 
the nature of his personal career and the in- 
fluence he exerted on later German writers 
than from the valne ot his contributions to 
systematic history or to the improvement of 
historical method. His numerous historical 
works, 'Commentaries on the Council of 
Basel'; 'The History of Frederick IIP; 'The 
History of Bohemia' ; 'The History of 
Europe'; 'Universal History,' and 'Commen- 
taries,' or his autobiography, were superficial, 
without deep philosophical grasp, fragmentary 
'and incomplete. Contrary to the usual vieWj he 
did not even equal Bruni as an historical cntic, 
to say nothing of Valla and Blondus. On the 
other hand, he was a man of action in politics 
to a degree scarcely equalled by Polybius or 
Tacitus. No contemporary knew more of 
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European politics and ctillure than be, and U^e 
most valuable aspect of his historical works is 
the fact that they are full of personal memoirs. 
As a member of the imperial chancery o£ 
Frederick III and through his later ecclesiasti- 
cal relations with the empire, his interest in 
German history and culture was greater than 
that of any of his Italian contemporaries. His 
signi&cance in the development of bistorit^rapfay 
rests primarily upon his works on German his- 
tory and his influence on later German his- 
torians. In his history of Frederick III he 
made large use of Otto of Freising and brouriit 
him to the attention of contemporaries. His 
history of Bohemia was probably the first at- 
tempt of a humanist historian to JaJroduce 
ethnography into historical lite rat ure£—Knal!y, 
his history of Europe and his universal history 
sought to bring out thk^nterrelaCiDn between 
history , and geograpby. Ax was in these re- 
jects, chiefly, that he influenced later German 
historians, Fueter says on this point : "JEjosas 
Sylvius was mainly responsible for the later 
appearance in the works of many German 
humanist historians of the tendency to introduce 
into works on history excursions into the origin 
and growth of law and the relations of geog- 
raphy to historical development, to assume at 
least a semi-critical attitude toward the legends 
of racial origins, and to display a boisterous 
chauvinism in matters touching the question of 
nationality,* 

Histoncal biography among the humanists 
was founded bv Filipoo Villan i (cl325-1405) 
in his survey of the most illustrious citizens 
of Florence. Always handicapped by the crude- 
ness of their classical model, Suetonius, the 
biographical products of the period were not 
as successful as the more systematic historical 

. works.. The only notable work was Giorgio 
Vasar i's (1511-1574) 'Lives of the MostTlSi- 
ncnt Painters, Sculptors and Architects.* "Hiis 
lacks almost every characteristic of a good his- 
torical work, but has ibecome famous because 
of its subject matter and the scarcity of other 
sources. It was the first real history of art. 

JThe transition from strictly humanist histo- 
riography to the beginnings of modern political 
ana national historical writing in Ilaly was well 
illustrated by the works of the Florentine his- 
torians, ^liuiiiiavelli and GuicciardiffTn The cul- 
tural supremacy of Florence at thF^time, and 
the intensity of its political life, combined to 
make it a particularly favorable environment 
to stimulate the production of works of high 
value. With Blondus they valued truth more 
than rhetoric, but they were saved from the 
former's obscurity and unpopularity by avoid- 
ing a labored and pedantic style. With them 
history became wholly secular and was limited 
primarily to a straight-forward narrative and 
analysis of political events. Some attempt also 
was made to substitute a psychological and 
material theory of causation for supernatu- 
ralism. 

*-- Machiayel li (1469-1527) was primarily a 
political philosopher without any particular 
emotion for history unless it was utilixed in the 
interests of political iheor:^. It is this tendency 
which gives his major historical work, 'The 
History of Florence,' its distinctive characteris- 
tics. From the standpoint of style or accuracy 
it was not superior to some other histories pf 
die period, but is it doubtful if any previous 



historian since Polybius, with whom Maehia- 
velli was thoroughly familiar, had exhibited the 
power of grasping the nature of historical caus- 
ation or of presenting a clear picture of the 
process of historical development that Machia- 
velli displayed in his analysis of the political 
evolution of the city of Florence. It was as a 
political thinker and organizer of causal factors 
that Machiavelli excelled, and not as an ob- 
jecjuf narrator of political events. 

/Not at -all philosophical, but more truly his- 
toncal, was Guicciar^in i (14S3-I540). His 
'History of Florence' is one of the truly orig- 
inal works in historiography in that the author 
broke almost completely with both Patristic and 
humanist historiography and even went beyond 
the classical historical conventions in one par- 
ticular, namely, that he eliminated the utroduc- 
tion of direct discourse in his narraiiv^ In his 
lucid style, free from digressions andwelevant 
details, there was no trace of florid rhetoric, 
and his primary concern with contemporary po- 
litical history allowed him, in the latter part of 
rk, to dispense, to some extent, with the 



time. He made no attempt at philosopnic anal- 
ysis, but devoted himself solely to a vigorous 
and incisive narrative of events and a candid 
criticism of men and policies. "With the "Flor- 
entine Historj;,'" says Fueter, "there began 
modern analytical historiography and political 
ratiocination in history." Most critics contend 
that with Guicciardini s 'History of Florence' 
historiography in western Europe had again at- 
tained to the level of Thucydldes and Polybius. 
It had, however, no influence on contemporary 
historiography as it was not published until 
1859. From the standpoint of style and ar- 
rangement Guicciardini s other major work, 
'The History of Italy,* was less original be- 
cause here he compromised with those rhetori- 
cal conventions of humanism which he had so 
rigorously excluded from his first work. But 
with respect to its breadth, scope and original 
mode of approach, tl^ latter work was even 
more epoch making. <^or the first time a his- 
torian had been able RTbreak with tradition and 
free himself from primary concern with ar»y 
particular state or dynasty and to devote his 
attention to a much broader field — ''the history 
of a geographical unityTl This gave him ai> 
unprecedented opportunity to study the growth 
and decline of states, the interaction between 
states in all the phases of international relations, 
and the processes of political evolution. In 
other words, the subject-matter offered^ rare 
opportunities for the study of universal history 
reproduced on a small scale, and, though Guic- 
ciardini almost entirely lacked that philosophical 
insight into social and political processes that 
distinguished Machiavelli and was thereby pre- 
vented from making the first great study of 
social and political evolution, the very novelty 
of his program constituted a great advance in 
historical method. Few will deny that Guicciar- 
dini reached the highest level to which post-, 
classical historiography attained imtil the time 
of Mabillon, but the great progress that was 
necessary 'before modem scientific political his- 
tory could be reached is best appreciated by a 
perusal of the rather over severe critidsm of 
Guicciardini by Ranke, the earliest, but by no 
means the most cautious and scholarly of the 
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modem school. \Tbe modern aUndards ityght 
more (juickly hiTfe been readied had not the 
Refoimatior let back the progress of historical 
writing by the resurrection of thcolog:ical inter- 
ests and religious bias and controversy which 
humaaism was gradually aiid peacefully stiKMh- 
eringTlNot until the theological monopoly had 
been'Srushed by the raiionali&m of the I8th cen- 
tury and secular interests had been reinforced 
t^ the commercial revolution and the rile of 
modem nations coitld any fundamental advance 
be achieved. 

Outside of Italy, humkniun found many 
^ distin^isbed converts, and not the least of 
them m the field of history. In general, the 
conventional canons of humanist historiography 
were faidifully followed, though there -were 
some variations introduced as a result of chang- 
ing conditions. As the movement was some- 
what belated beyond the Alps, it became com- 
plicated by the religious conflicts of the Refor- 
mation [Kiiod and took on a concern with 
ecclesiastical matten which was quite foreign 
to the Italians of the 15th century. Again, the 
literary tastes remained less purely classical, 
and, in die, zeal for florid ihetoric and sharp 
invecliveljacitus, rather than Livy, became the 
model ofmany of the northern humanists in 
the I6th ceatur^l As in Italy, so In the north, 
humanist historfCai literature gradually evolved 
into the be^nnings of modem political his- 
toriography. 

The most scholarly product of the historiog- 
raphy of Swiss humanisni was the history of 
Saint-Gall by Toacfaim von Wat t, better known 
as Vadianus (1484-1551). He is generally rated 
as a historian superior to Blondus. He not 
only rivalled Biondus in textual criticism, but 
also advanced^~step further toward Raitke by 
making some rudimentary progress toward the 
internal criticism of t^ tendencies of the au- 
■ thors of the docimienly He was able, further, 
to combine erudiiion with a clear and vigorous 
style and good grasp upon the general factors 
of historical development. Fueter regards hi< 
woi* as the most broadly conceived product of 
the historiography of humanism on account of 
the wide scope of the subjects and interests 
embraced. Tt was, however, doomed to an even 
longer period of obscurity Uian awaited Guicci- 
ardini's 'History of Florence,' because it was 
not published until the third quarter of the 
19th century. 

In Germany the list of distinguished human- 
ist historians begins with the name of Albert 
Kranlz {14S0-1S17), who, following Aeneas 
^Sylvius, was one of the first to apply tihe 
literary and historical methods of humanism lo 
a study of primitive peoples, in his histories of 
the early Saxons and Wends. More faipous 
was Johannes Turmai r, known as Aventinus 
(UTf-lSM). In~Kmisloiy of Bavaria' and 
his 'History of Early Germany* he tried to 
combine the literary canons of Bmni with the 
schoIarshiiLjjf Blondus, but fell far short of 
diher, an^^s bitter Protestant bias prevented 
any objective treatment of contemporary afFairs] 
Few writers of the period, however, equalled 
him in his ability to analyze and interpret the 
- " rs and ctistoms of a people. Utrich von 
1 (_1488-I523> vras more distinguished for 
^ Till tan t satire in his campaign against 
bigotry than for his 'contributions to historical 



literature, but his recovery and ^Uication, with 
extended comments, of a manifesto of Henry 
IV against Gregory VII was both a shaft of 
Protestantism against Rome and a valuable 
addition to historical knowledge. The only dis- 
ting^uished representative of tlie erudite and 
critical tendencies of Blondus among the. Ger- 
man humanist historians was Bcatus Rhenanus 
a48&-154;), the friend and disciple of ErasrniTs. 
He examitted the sources of early German his- 
tory with the same exact and objective scholar- 
ship that Erasmus had applied to the ecclesi- 
astical records and doctrines. While he lacked 
the ability to organize his work into a coherent 
exposition of its results, his labors represent 
the highest level of scholarship to which the 
bistoriograi^y of German humanism attained. 
Of all the publicists who have a place in the 
historiography of German humanism, Samuel 
PnfenHor f (1632-94) was the leader as a his- 
torian. His works included a 'History of 
Sweden,* a 'Histoijr of Frederick William the 
Great Elector' and 'An Introduction to the 
History of the Leading Powers and States of 
Europe.' He had a fine classical style, but ex- 
hibited to its fullest extent that fundamental 
fault still common to publicists when they enter 
the field of historical literature, nameh', a con- 
cern only with the few diEtin^ishcd figures in 
international relations and with that nitherto 
most superficial field of political history, the 
record of international relations when unaccom- 
panied by any attention to internal political or 
social history. As in the later work of Droy- 
sen, one searches in vain in the mass of refer- 
ences to external politics for even the sli^tedt 
appreciation of those deeper popular movements 
and forces of which diplomatic history can give 
only the most scanty and unreliable reflection 
and information. 



the Dutch writer, Hugo Grotitis (1583- 
164S). the founder of modern international law. 
His diief historical work was 'The History of 
the Netherlands.' Though his style, in imita- 
tion of Tacitus, was pompous, prolix and in- 
volved, he displayed great ability in psycholog- 
ical analysis and in dissecting the problems of 
milituy and political history connected with 
the struggle between Spain and the Nether- 

That humanist historiography In England 
was closely related to the origins of that mtel- 
lectual movement in Italy is to be seen in the 
fact that the first product of this type of his- 
tiflcal literature in England was the scholarly y* 
alld well-written 'History of England in the ' 
Reign of Henry VII' by Polydore Vergil 
(1470-1535), an Italian ecclesiastic who had 
made his home in England. His scholarship 
was not matched in the British Isles until the 
time of Camden, a century later. England's 
earliest native humanist historian of note 
was Sir Thomas More (1478-1535), whose pol- 
ished style found expression in his 'History of 
Richard III.' Of all the British historians of 
this period, it is probable that the truest repre- 
sentative of humanism was the erudite Scot, 
George Buchanan (1506-82). Few of the best 
Italians equalled him for the purity of hit 
Latin diction and the vigor and clarity of his 
but his 'History of Scotland' waff 
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nosl uncritica] and credulous, utterly lacking 
in ratiprialistic tendencies and marred b^ a 
narr9«| ^auvinisro. Machiavelli and Giucd- 
ardini lound their English disciple in the phi' 
M^ft'^'' '*"'' statesman, Francis Bacon (1^1- 
iQbJi His 'History of the Reign of King 
Henry ihe Seventh' was especially notable for 
bold criticism, "judicial severity,* and the frank 
expression of the auihor's opinions. The Eng- 
lish representative of the erudite and critical 
school of BlontiuS was the coart historian. Wil- 
liam Camden (1551-1623), an avowed admirer 
of Polybius. In his *Annals of English and 
Irish History in the Reign of Elizabeth* he 
showed, tike his French conlcraporaiy De Thou, 
that the political history of the loth century 
could tK>t be wholly divorced from ecclesiastical 
questions. 

The transition from humanism to 'modern 
political history in England was illustrated by 
^ the works of Lord Clarendon (I609-74) and 

Bishop Burnet (1643-1715). While the general 
arrangement of Clarendon's 'History of the 
Rebellion and Civil Wars in England' re- 
sembled the French "memoirs," and though it 
was most superficial in its analysis of the 
fundamental social and political causes of the 
civil wars, it is dotiblful if any previous his- 
torian, classical or humanist, possessed Qaren- 
(bin's power of vivid delineation of personali- 
ties. Bishop Burnet, in his 'History of the 
Reformation of the Church of England' and 
'History of My Own Time,' was the first his- 
torian of party intrigues and parliamentary de- 
bates, a subject scarcely available for any pre- 
vious writer. An ardent Whig and Anglican, 
he belonged more to the forerunners of modem 
political history than to the list of disciples of 



Mendoia wrote his 'History of the War with 
Granada* in a pompous, archaic and involved 
Style, he equalled Bacon or Guicciardini in his 
sharp criticisms and acute judgments. Mariana, 
a Spanish Jesuit, was a writer of quite a dif- 
ferent sort. He has been called the Spanish 
Buchanan by Fueler, and his 'History of 
Spain* in 30 books resembled the work of the 
Scot in its excellent style and cautious criti- 
cisms of Christian legends. His Uberal allot- 
ment of space to ecclesiastical matters was a 
breach with humanist conventions. Much less 
able in narration, but a far more critical 
scholar, was Ger6nimode Zurita, the historian of 
the kingdom of Aragon and the most prominent 
and faithful disciple of Blondus among the 
Spanish historians of this period. He was espe- 



and fairly critical use of the diplomatic corre- 
spondence in reconstructing the record of polit- 
ical events in the distant past. 

The most notable product of the historical 
scholarship of the French humanists was the 
work of Joseph Justus Scaliger (1540-1609) in 
the field of historical "cSTonblogy. His 'De 
cmendatione tempomm' was a bold attempt^ to 
put chronology on a scientific basis by revising 
the "sacred" chronology in the light of tha 
cridence from the history of the *gentile* and 



*pagan^ nations of antiquity. His 'Thesannu 
temponmi' was a most notable performance of 
scholarship, which provided a general history 
of the development of chronology and included 
a most valuable reconstruction of the lost 
'Chronicle' of Eusebius. Scaliger's publicist 
contemporary, Jean Bo din (1530-96), in his 
'Methodus ad iacuem historiarum cogni- 
tionem,* produced the tirst extensive treatise on 
historical method, with the em[^sis on inter- 
pretation rather than upon criticism of sources. 
Especially significant was the emphasis which 
Bodin placed upon the influence of geographical 
factors in historical development, mus opening 
the way for Montesquieu and RittcT. It was, 
therefore, lo a much greater degree a fore- 
runner of the first chapter of Buckle's 'His- 
tory of England* than of Bernheim's *Lehr- 
buch.' A widely different contribution to his- 
toriography was contained in the work of Jac- 
ques Atiguste de Thou (1553-1617), conveo' 
tionally known as Ihuanus. He was probably 
the most notable French contributor to the sys- 
tematic historiography of humanism. His 'His- 
toria sui temporis,* designed as a continuation 
of a work of the same title by the Italian 
humanist, Paulus Ja^us (1483-1552), described 
the civil and religious wars in France in the 
latter part of the I6th century according to tlie 
spirit of an enlightened and tolerant French 
Protestant. He introduced into historiography 
the laudable tendencies displa:^ed by his royal 
master and friend, Henry IV, in statesmanship. 
As mi^t be expected in the work of one of 
the j«rists who aided in drafting the 'Edict 
of Nantes,* he was scarcely fair to the extreme 
Catholic party, but his message was a lofty 
and noble plea for mutual religious toleration 
in the larger interestVof France. His work ex- 
hibited great powers of extended intellectual 
labor and uniformly maintained a great dignity 
of tone. He mi^ht have equalleo Machiavelli . 
and Guicciardini if he had not reintroduced the 
theory of the divine determination of political 
causation, and if he bad possessed me con- 
structive literary abili^ which would have 
enabled him to organize his work into a 
coherent narrative. He may be said, however, 
to have improved upon them in one regard, 
namely, that he showed how essential a proper 
consideration of ecclesiastical affairs may be to' 
a thorough understanding of political and con- 
stitutional development. The contributions of 
de Thou's contemporary, Isaac Casaubon, will 
be discussed in another connection. The finest 
literarjr product of the historiography of French 
humanism was the polished ' Munoires' of 
Saint-Simon (1675-1755) dealing with France 
under die early Bourbons. 

IX. The Protestant Reformation and the 

COUNTER-RZPORMATION IN HISTORIOGRAPH V. 

1. Its BfFect upon the Subject-matter anA 
the Interpretation of History, — In the same 
year that Machiavelli received his commission 
to write his 'History of Florence* Luther 
burned the papal bull at Wittenberg and the 
jrotesunt Reformation was soon in full swing. 
{_A rude shock -was given lo the great impulse 
TJf humanism toward the healthy seculariiation 
of historical literature, and the centre of his- 
torical interests was again forced back into 
the rut of theological controversies from which 
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it had been irying to free UaeU since the days 
of Aupistine and OrosiuC7 Again to quote 
from Professor Burr, "To Ule freedom of his- 
toiy there came a sudden check with the great 
rehgious reaction we call the Reformation. 
Once more human affairs sank into insignifi- 
cance. Less by far than thai of the older 
church did the theology of Luther oc Calvin 
accord reality of worth to human efiort. 
Luther valued history, it is true, but only as A 
divine lesson; and Melanchton set himself to 
trace in it the hand of God, adjusting ail ift 
teachings to the need of Protestaat dogma. 
Had either Papist or Lutheran brought unity 
to Christendom, history again mu£t„<bave be- 
come the handmaid of theology."! Not only 
were ecclesiastical matters, dealingWith both 
dcwma and organiration, deemed the all essen- 
tial sphere of historical investigation, but Jso 
luiiversal history was again regarded as purely 
a great struggle between God and the Devil? 
Two new ^Cities of Satan," however, replaCEa 
the pagan ^City" of Augustine and Orosius, — 
the 'Teufels Nest zu Rom,' and the followers 
' of "the crazy Monk of Wittenberg." respec- 
tively. The struggle was now limited to Chris- 
tendom, which became 'a hotise divided against 
itself." 

It is scarcely necessary to point out the [act 
that this revival of the religious orientation of 
historical interest was as fatal to the fine ob- 
jectivity of Guicciardini's type of historical 
product as it was to the maintenance of the 
Kcular point of view of the Florentine school. 
njE'ere was no longer any thought of prosecuting 



„_ ..„ „ „, ,„., _^_^^_3ndua had labored 

for these purposes alone^ Historv again be- 
came as violently pragmaltc as witn Augustine 
and his disciples. The past was viewed merely 
as a vast and varied "arsenal" from which the 
controversialists could bring unlimited supplies 
of ammunition for the conflict and put their 
enemies to an inglorious rout. The embryonic 
canons of criticism which had been in part re- 
Stored by the best of (he humanist historians 
were lightly ignored, and each party consciously 
strove lo produce the most biased account oE 
past events possible, in order to exhibit their 
^M»ponents in the most unfavorable light 
J^ources of information were not valued for 
their authenticity, but for their potential aid in 
pdlemic exercises, and invective Kplaced the 
calm historica! narrative. Finally, it should be 
emphasized that since the period of the Ref- 
ormation there has been little opportunity for 
a completely free and impartial study of the 
medixval period An epoch, the interpretation 
of which was so vital to the two great re- 
ligious groups of Christendom, could scarcely 
again become a field for calm and dispassionate 
analysis. 

It wonld be inaccurate, howevsr, to hold fhat 
the ReforTDatloD gave no impulse to historical 
investigation. fNever in the palmiest days of 
classical or fiuftianist histoncal writing was 
diere a move feverish energy exhibited in 
scanning the records of the past; die great de- 
fect was not in the nature of a decline in activ- 
ity or interest, but in the character of the im- 
pulse thai led lo this vigorous quest for in- 
formation and the manner of use to which the 
knowledge was put after it had been acqiurtdi 
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Protestant historians were "aided b^ the God 
of Saint Paul* in the search for evidence that 
would prove beyond a shadow of doubt that 
the elaborate ritual and body of dogma of the 
Roman Catholic Church had been wholly an 
extra-scriptural and semi-pagan growth, and 
that the Pope was the real Anti-Christ; and 
Catholic investigators were. Especially guided by 
the Blessed Virein" in their counter- demonstra- 
tion that the Church and all its appurtenances 
were but the rich and perfect fulfillment of 
Scripture, and that the Protestants were in- 
viting a most dreadful and certain punishment 
by Uieir presumptuous and sinful defection 
from the organization founded by Saint Peter 
in direct obedience to the words of Christ. The 
only r^al contributions made by the controversy 
were the recovery and miblicalion of important 
early documents on Church history and the 
production of telling criticisms by both faaions 
which could be combined a century later by 
the rationalists to their mutual discomfiture. 

2. The Ctnef Prodncts of the ControTcnial 
Period. — The first serious contribution of the 
Protestant camp was 'The Lives of the Popes 
of Rome' by Robert Barnes (149S-1S40). an 
Anglican Lutheran who had fled to Germany 
for protection. Composed under Luther's di- 
rect supervision, it endeavored to prove the 
popes responsible for all the disasters of the 
Middle Ages and praised the virtues of their 
secular opponents. At last, the methods of 
Orosius had been turned against the Church 
itself. Much more important were the vol* 
uminous 'Magdeburg Centuries,' a composite 
work planned and edited by Matthias Vlacich 
(1520-75), better known by his latinized name 
of Flacius. He was aided by a number of 
prominent Protestant scholars, such as Aleman, 
Copus, Wigand and Judex. The history of The 
Church and of Christian doctrine was reviewed 
bj- centuries down to 1300 in the efiort to prove 
direct historicity in the Lutheran position and 
lo show that the Catholic doctrines and organ- 
ization had been an exotic and unholy growth 
^sray from the purity of Apostolic Christianity. 
(while the authors displayed^ considerable critical 
aKfity in dissecting the papal doctrine and 
dogmas, they exhibited an equal gullibility in 
accepting preposterous tales to bolster up their 
side of the controver*^ Its significance ties / 
chiefljr in the fact thaFit founded Church his- / 
tory m its modem phase. Another Pro1«stant 1 
polemic ai^>eared about this time In England ' 
and met wtth great popular success. This was 
•The Acts and Monuments of the Christian 
Martyrs,' by the En^ishman, John Foxe (1516- 
87). Beginning with Wycliffe. it traced the 
record of Protestant martyrs in such a manner 
as especially to represent the struggle as one 
between the purity and the perversion of Chris- 
tianity — between Christ and the Anti-Christ. 
Protestantism found its Scottish champion in 
John Knox (1505-72), who wrote his 'History 
of the Reformation in Scotland' to prove the 
particular solicitude of the Devil for the wel- ' 
fare of the Catholic cause. In spite of its 
obvious bias, however, Knox's work was 
greatly superior to that of the Centurians and 
Foxe. Prom the standpoint of literary quality, 
his history was a work of genius, "displayiiw a 
marvelous precision and sureness in Ule selec- 
tion and presentation of the significant and 
striking details." Nor did he fail to condemn 
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in the most vigorous terms those who adopted 
Calvinism as a means of ^ning selfish ma- 
terial ends or resorted to violence in the name 
of religion in order to revenge political or 
personal grievances. A work which can 
scarcely be regarded as a part of tlie camfaign 
of theological polemic that is being described, 
but which calls for some brief 



daiv and irrelevant channels. The crudities 
and errors in the work of Baronius were re- 
vealed in the searching criticism of the great 
humanist scholar, Isaac Casaubon (1559^1614), 
to whftfn Baronius' weaknesses due to his in- 
ability to handle Greek were readily apparent. 
He devoted the last jrears of bis life to a refu- 
tation of Baronius in his 'Exerc' 



of its g^reat interest and si^ificance for Baronium.' The 'Annales' were later continued 
ion, IS the 'Com- with much greater scholarship by Odoricus 
the Political and Religious Con<K- Raynaldus (I595-I671), a learned Italian ec- 
. - . clesiastic. The second great Catholic cham- 
pion was the French bishop, Jacques Bfaiigne 
Bossuet <1627-1704>. In his 'History of the 
Differences among the Protestant Churches' he 
endeavored to convince the Protestants of the 
error of their ways by showing them that there 
could be no logical end to sectarian divisions 
once the crucial initial break had been made 
with ecclesiastical authority. I Bbssuet's im- 
portance ties in the fact thal^ alone of the 
conlroversialisis, Protestant or Catholic, was 
able to get beneath personalities and events and 
id con- I to view the conflict in iis deepest philosophical 
>int of I aspects as a struggle between liberty and au- 
)lly (o I thority, in which the victory of liberty meant ^ti 



tions in the Reign of Emperor Charles V* by 

Johannes Ptilippi (1506-66), more gttierally 
nown by his latinized name of STeidanus. 

was forma- 
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of an advocate; though not a polemic, : 
a lawyer's brief carefully selecting and mar- 
shalling the evidence to be presented As 
might be expected from such circumstances, his 
"Commentaries" exhibited peal power in the 
irganization and concentration of material, an 
admirable lucidity of expression and a dignified 
tone, designed to make an appeal to the learned 
public of Europe. While it contained none of 
Ranke's religious fervor and in no way 
anticipated the social studies of Janssen, his 
work was of the greatest significance as A 
direct foreshadowing of the now generally ac- 
cepted thesis of Professor Robinson that the 
Protestant revolt was far more a political than 
a religious movement — that it looked more 
toward the political adjustments of the Peace 



b of the 
by faith." rHe anticipated this interpretation, 
not only tfTrBugh the general mode of his ap- 
proach to the j)Toblem, but also b^ specific com- 
i underlying political causes of 



product ' him indifference, atheism and reliffiou: 



meant to 
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peared as the Orosius of the Counter-Kef 

tion. Though incomparably more able and 
philosophic than the 'Seven Books against, the 
Pagans,' it was less critical and less historical 
than the 'Enneades' of Sabellicus. 'His 'Dis- 
course,' ■ says Fueter, "was not an historical 
work. It was merely a sermon in which the 
biblical text was supplanted by historical sub- 
ject-matter carefully edited and prepared in the 
interest of the Church.* It was the last serious 
attempt at an interpretation of universal his- 
tory in terms of the old theology. After Vol- 
taire had published his <Essai sur les Mceurs* 
in the middle of the next century, no one dared 
to risk his reputation by a revival of the doc- 
trines of Orosius and Bossuet. 

The above-mentioned works of controversy 
are only the more notable ones selected from 
the great volume of lesser contributions to the 
historical literature of the Reformation and 
Counter- Re formation, but they suflicienily illus- 
trate the general tendencies in method and in- 
terpretation. It has not entirely ceased at the 
present day as one can readily perceive by a 
comparison of the works of Ranke and Schaff 
with those of Dollinger and Janssen. While 
humanists and religious controversialists were 
writing, a new Europe was being shaped by 
the effects of the commercial revolution, out of 
which was to come modem civilization and 
Lth it the birth of scientific historiography. 



K"" 

The CStholic counter-blast was initiated by 
the monumental 'Annales ecclesiastici' of Car- 
dinal Ciesar Baronius <1538-1607), the director 
of the Vatican library. By the use of an enor- 
mous mass of evidence he tried to prove the 
New Testament origin of Catholic Christiani^ 
and to ^ow its logical development from Scrip- 
tural foundations. While he was more critical,\ 

documents, the work was purely a polemic and 

marked no advance in historical method. In one !• The Era of Dlscorcrict and tb« ■Corn- 
way it was decidedly a retrogression. As the merciaJ Revolution."— Inasmuch as history 
most authoritative critic of the historiography down to very recent times has been regarded 
of this period has clearly shown, Baronius was as primarily the domain and province of the 
mainly responsible for the introduction into his- theologian or liltfrateur, it was but natural that 
torical controversy of the method of shuffling, either the Reformation or the Renaissance 



quibbling and evasion, which has particularijr 
diaracterized the Jesuit controversialists. He 
endeavored to avoid meeting dangerous issues 
hy trying " ' * * . ■ . 



should be taken as marking (he origin of the 
idem phase of the development of historiog- 
raphy. Now that it has come to be generally 



confuse and obscure the vital ques- ^onceded that, in its broadest interpretation, 
1 turning the discussion into secon- [his tory is a branch of social science and related 
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generically to the whole body of science, it has 
become necessary to seardi for the causes 
vrfiich brougbt modem historical writing into 
being in the results of that (treat period of 
transformation which marks the bemnnings of 
the present sodal and intellectual order, namely, 
thj "Commercial Revolution," By this term is 
ineallt that vast movement of exploration and 
discovery, whkh occurred in the three cen- 
turies from 1450-1 750,7and its almost incal- 
culable social and inRllectual consequences. 
The bolation, repetition, stability and provin- 
cialism of the old order could not endure in 
Hit face of the widespread contact of different 
cultures — that most potent of all forces in 
arousing iniellectual curiosity and promoting 
radical changes of every sort. 

The reaction of the commercial revolution 
upon historiographer was in no way more not- 
able and far-reaching than in ''^^"'d to the 
scope of the historian's interest. The narrow 



..__.. s had come to prevail could no long- 
er endure unimpaired /it meant the beginning of 
the return to the fieia~tliat Herodotus had to 
some extent marked out for the historians 
Writers to some degree ceased to be absorbVlI 
by those most superficial leases of political and 
ecclesiastical history, which bad hitherto 
claimed all of their attention,. and became for 
the first,rime interested in the totality of civ- 
iUzation7~11t meant a much greater impuJseto 
that broaaening and secularizing process which 
had been revived by humanism. Not only were 
there great stores of knowledge to be obtained 
from die contact with the older civilizations of 
the East, but in the natives, historians and phi- 
losophers at last found the "natural nian,^ who 
had hitherto only existed in the mythical period 
before the 'Flood.' No greater contrast could 
be imagined than the vast difference in the type 
of subjects which interested such an historian 
as Pufendorf and those with whidi Oviedo con- 
cerned himself. Again, the new range of his- 
torical interests offered some opportunity for 
originality of thought ; there were fewer er- 
roneous notions to handicap the writer at the 
outset. Neither Thucydides, Polybius and Livy, 
nor Augustine and Aquinas had provided the 
final authoritative opimon on the marriage cus- 
toms of Borneo or the kinship system of the 
Iroquois. The only exception in this respect 
was the ijrevalent doctrine of a 'state of na- 
ture,* which had come down from the Stoics 
and Roman lawyers and now seemed to have 
practical concrete confirmation. 

While the influence of the commercial revo- 
lution upon historiography was most effective 
indirectly, through the intellectual and social 
changes which it produced, and the reaction of 
these changes upon historical Interests and 
methods, there were some important immedi- 

' and direct results apparent in historical 



; radical changeV^n style and exposition. 
The old arrangement in the form of annals was 
no longer suitable ; what was needed now was a 
vdiicle for comprehensive description and not 
for chronological narration. The majorih' of 
the early historians of the movement of explora- 
tion and discovery were practical men of af- 
fairs and wrote in a direct and unpretentious 



style. Though there was later, with such writers 
as Herrera, a tendency to lapse into the lit- 
eral canons of humanism, an important breach 
had already been made with both the form and 
the sMft of *e conventional historical litera- 
ture. TTne content of historical products was 
also fereatly altered by these writers; political 
and ecclesiastical intrigues were replaced by a 
comprehensive account of the manners and cus- 
toms of a peopli^This tendency reacted strong- 
ly even on those writers 'who dealt exclusivdy 
with European affairs. The 'Chronicle' of 
Eusebius or the genealogy of reigning mon- 
ardis, as the introduction to historical works 
was generally displaced by a description of the 
land and its inhabitants. Excepting only the 
feeble advances of ^neas Sylvius and his 
numerous German disciples, for the first time 
since the days of the Ionic historians of the 5tli 
and 6th centuries b,c,, ethnography and geog-, 
raphy began to make a feeble appearance in his- 
toriograptiy. Finally,' though the earlier of the 
members of this school of writers were prima- 
rily collectors of descriptive information, they 
later became speculative, and with Voltaire and 
Herder there appear attempts at a world his- 
tory conceived according to the new orientation 
and possessing some degree of comprehensive- 
ness and grasp of causal forces. 

As historiography was completely dominated 
by the canons of humanism at the beginning of 
the period of discovery, it was natural that the 
earliest of the historians of the commercial revo- 
lution should be humanists who turned their at- 
tention to the new movement. Their style and 
arrangement of material, however, had to be al- 
tered to some extent, and the centre of inter- 
est was profoundly changed. The first of these 
writers was.£ £ter Martyr d'Anghi era (d. 1S26), 
an Italian Humanist ~wlio devuled himself to a 
description of the new world which had just 
been revealed. His ID ecades of the New 
World ' showed a fine power o'i descrtptiVt 
composition, which sacrificed humanist conven- 
tions when necessary. While exhibiting no pro- 
fundity and little critical ability, it was a well- 
proportioned and fairly complete summary of 
the extaot reports regarding the new civdiza- 
lions. ms great significance lies in the fact that 
it was'tKe first work by an historian which de- 
scribed the civilization of a peopH without 
founding it upon the narrow and cramped basis 
of political lite or religious activitiesT A more 
truly historical work and the most objective j)ro- 
duction of the period was the 'General a 



niiid( 



r de°^i 



iedo (1478-1557), a Spanish nat- 



uralist who turned historian — a sort of f^rlv *? 
Alfred Ru ssell Wall a cp. H p was highly critical 
in recording his own observations, but was 
equally credulous in accepting tales (old to him 
by others. His work contained a vast amount 
of information which was generally reliable. In 
his direct and matter-of-fact narrative there was 
nothing of the form of humanism, but his style 
was slovenly and the organization of material 
miserable. It was the least artistic and the 
most scientific work of this early group. At the 
opposite pole as to accuracy stoocTthe notorious 
work of die Dominican bishop, Bartholomew de 
Las Casas {1474-1566)— the 'William Uoyd 
Garrison of the 16th century.* He was a 
biased and pedantic scholastic doctrinaire of a 
thoroughly medtxval type. His 'History of the 
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Indies,* idealized the natives widioat bounds 
and tremendously exa^eraled the cruelty of 
the conquerors. It was worse than worthless 
for either history or ethnography and did not 
"i_ possess the merit of an agreeable style. 



(1S10-C.156O), the ablest historian of this 
school. He showed an admirable combination 
of excellent descriptive style with relatively 
high critical ability. His work would have been 
the great history of the discoveries had it not 
been vitiated by personal considerations. He 
was employed by the family of Cortf s and was 
compelled to devote more space to the history 
of ibe conquest of Mexico than to all other 
events combmed. and was also compelled to re- 
frain from candid criticism in this major por- 
tion of his work. The great 'popular* history 
of the period of discovery was the 'General 
History of the West Indies' of Antonio de 
Herrera (1549-1625), the official historian of 
Philip II. This work was the best example of 
the lapse of the early descriptive narrative into 
tiie conventions of humanist style. He even 
adopted the annalistic arrangement and every- 
where stvbordinated subject-matter to external 
form. This meant that his work was greatly 
inferior to some of the earlier ones in its de- 
scriptive material as well as in critical method. 
It became the popular authority and did more 
than any other work to establish the generally 
accepted ideas concerning the discoveries and 
the great figures connected with them. Next 
to the work of Las Casas the least meritorious 
product of this school was the 'GDmmentaries 
on the Incas,* W Garciiaso de la Vega (1540- 
1616). the son of a Spanish adventurer W a na- 
tive Peruvian mother. He was honest but en- 
tirely destitute of critical powers. Adopting the 
stye of the humanists, he constructed an Uto- 
pian picture of ancient Peru which was exag- 
gerated beyond comparison. His almost worth- 
less picture of the Incas gained great vogue in 
the 17th and I8th centuries when such idealistic 
views of native populations were so popular. 
In passing, there might be mentioned the bump- 
tious and boastful 'General History of Virginia 
and New England* by Capt. John Smith. The 
first work to deal with the exploration and 
settlement of India and the "Far East" by 
Europeans was the 'Da Asia,' of the Portu- 
guese colonial official and historian, Joao de 
Barros (1496-1570). Published in fragmentary 
form in 1552, it described the Portuguese ex- 

[ilorations in Asia. It was, perhaps, the best 
iCerary product among the histories of the 
period of discovery, and, though somewhat 
apologetic In tone, remained for a long time 
. the cnicf source of information on the subiect. 
J A century and a half later Engelbrecht Kaemp- 
• fer (1651-1716) provided the first systemaUc 
account of the early European contact with 
Japan. He was a German physician who 
visited Japan and his manuscript "History of 
Japan,', published in 1727, remained the chief 
popular source of European knowledge re- 
garding that country for a century, and was 
extensively used by Charlevoix. The French 
Jesuit, Pierre Francois Xavier de (^arlevoix 
(1682-1761), not only compiled histories of the, 
Jesuit missionary enterprises in Japan on the 
oasis of the works of Kaempfer and others, 
but also wrote voluminously of the French ex- 



plorations in America from personal observa- 
tion and first hand contact. His 'Histoire et 
description gfnfrale de la Nouvelle-France' 
(1744), though prolix and uncritical, was hic^ly 
interesting and enjoyed a long popularity. The 
general ruction of the influences growing out 
of the period of discoveries and the commercial 
revolution upon this school of historians was 
best summed up in 'The Philosophical and 
Political History of the Setllemenls and Trade 
of Europeans m the East and West Indies,' 
by the promoter and pamphleteer, Guillaume 
Th tjioas Ra iotal (1713-96). Published in 1771. 
it was not only somewhat of a synthetic com- 
pilation from earlier works, but also indicated 
the reaction of the commercial revolution upon 
European thought by its emphasis upon the 
significance of commerce in modern history 
and by its surcharge of 18th century political 
philosophy concerning the ri^ls of man. lib- 
erty and the state of nature. But import- 
ant as some of these writers may have been 

altering the conventions of style and the 

;rests of the historian, the general effect of 
the commercial revolution upon historiography 
was less vital In the production of historians of 
the discoveries than in the alteration of all 
phases of life in the succeeding centuries which 
grew more or less directly out of it and indi- 
rectly wroorfit great changes in historical con- 
cepts and methods. 

2. The Reaction of the New Scientific 
Philosophy upon Historiography.— None of 
the indirect influences of the commercial revo- 
lution upon historical writing were more im- 
Tportant and more obvious than its aid in pro- 
ducing that new philosophy of nature of which 
Bacon and Descartes were the most conspicuous 
exponents^? The results of the explorations of 
all the Tiftn or p ortions of the earth's surface 
had not onlfcd emonstrated the great extent of 
the habitableTortions of the globe, but had also 
shown that the supposed marvels and terrors in 
the unexplored regions were but a n un founded 
myth which qirite failed to materia!i?3 At the 
same time that De Gama, ColumBiS^and Ma- 
gellan were revealing the extent and nature of 
the surface of the globe, less picturesque fig- 
ures were devoting themselves to an explora- 
tion of the universe, with results equally disas- 
trous to the older theological traditions. The 
vast and immeasurable extent of the universe 
was apprehended to an elementary degree by 
Copernicus, Galileo and Tycho Brahe. The no- 
tion of an orderly arrangement and functioning 
of the universe was established by the great 
laws of mechanics, discovered and formulated 
by Galileo, Kepler and Newton. To these ma- 
jor advances in science should be added the ex- 
planation of the now commonplace natural 
phenomena throuf^ the great advances in every 
field of natural science in the l7tb century. The 
net result of all these notable advances was a 
serious challenge to the old theological inter- 
pretations, based primarily upon the concept of 
a "God of arbitrariness," who was continually 
varying or suspending the laws of the universe 
to punish a recalcitrant prince or to answer the 
prayer of a faithful bishop. 

The general implications of the above scien- 
tific discoveries were reduced to a sj^tematic 
body of philosophical thought by Francis Bacon 
and Reni Descartes. Bacon especially empha- 
sized the necessity of following the inductive 
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method and Descartes attempted a mechanical 
interpretation of the universe. The new discov- 
eries and the new philosophy tended to produce 
a rationalistic interpretation of natural and so- 
cial pbenomena which abruptly^ challenged Ihe 
older and generally accepted view of miracles 
and wonders thai had been so popular with 
Christian historians during the mediaeval period. 
The English Deists, such as Cherbunr, Blount, 
Locke, Shaftesbury, Woolston and Hume, for- 
ever discredited the doctrine of the miraculous. 



Testaments b^-Hohbes. Spinoza, Astruc and 
Reimanis, iffie philosoptiy of wonder-working 
was underAlITied, not only through the evidence 
of natural science, but by questioning^ the au- 
thenticity of the Scriptural ^:£puni5 in which 
tbe miracles were recordcgj The gradual 
growth of toleration, especiaUym England, dur- 
ing the latter part of the 17ih century and the 
opening of the 18th centuries enabled these rev- 
olutionary ideas to obtain an adequate expres- 
sion and a general currency. 

It was also inevitable that the new scientific 
discoveries and the new philosophy of nature 
should react profoundly upon the contemporary 
, social philosophy. The idea of orderly devel- 
/ opment and continuity in social as well as nat- 
ural processes was comprehended by Vico, 
Hume and Turgot. The older idea of social 
evolution as a gradual decline or retrogression 
from a primordial "golden ape" was replaced in 
the .writmgs of Vic o, VnliaiTe^ Hut"<i '^^^**t;"'i 
Kant. Godwyi an^'C^idoicet by the concept of 
contftTuaTjirogress from lower stages of civil- 
iialion. jTfie need for miracles to justify his- 
tory andTTte other sciences dealing with human 



lence of ihc Deists' doctrine of the 
and reasonable "decency* of mar — a notion 
*idely at variance with the older views of the 
■Fathers* and of Calvin, which maintained the 
hopeless depravity of manki ndH Finally, the 
new discoveries and the seculSriiation of nat- 
ural and social iiAiilosophy produced a great ex- 
tension of the interests of the historian beyond 
the field of politics and religion. In the writ- 
ings of Vol taire, R ^ynal, Vniitf^gniaii anrf Hur 
ren it became apparent that the impulse to a 
broader and sounder scope of history had be- 
gun to affect others than those who described 
the course of the explorations. Though this 
healthy tendency toward a wider field of his- 
torical investigation and narrative was to some 
extent checked by the renewed impulse to poli- 
tical history with 18th and 19th century nation- 
alism, it had gained a foothold from which it 
was not entirely dislodged iJntil it was over- 
whelmingly reinforced by the expansion of in- 
terest in social, economic and intellectual topics 
after the Industrial revolution and its social and 
intellectual consequences in the 19th century. 

The reaction of this philosophy of the new 
natural science and of the new social philosophy 
upon historiogra;>hy appears in the writings of 
what is conventionally kno wn as the ." Ration- 
alistic Sgho qj* of histadans^ or the Tustorians 
of the •AufI(Rnmg.»~^While the writings of 
this school "varied so greatly that it is custom- 
ary to divide the writers into several groups, 
there was a fundamental unity of method and 



ography of the ISth centuiy. J,Much the most 
important innovation of this school was their 
uniform tendency to broaden the field of his- 
tory, so that it would extend beyond the polit- 
ical intrigues of church or state and emSrace 
the history of commerce, itidusMy, and civil- 
iiation in its widest aspectsTT The historians 
of the discoveries had showi^similar tendency, 
but their work had been confined to a discussion 
of the new world and they had not constituted 
a general European school of historians. With 
the rationalists, no matter what the period or 
country dealt with, there was an effort to adopt 
a broad cultural approach to histoty and to 
infuse embryonic sodologicaJ principles into 
historical analysis. Scarcely less important was 
their attempt to discredit sujierstition and the 
theological theories of histoncal causation, and 
to substitute for these parely natural causes. 
Their general theory of historical causation was 
crude and elementary, being the notorious so- 

as the resuh of a si ngle persona l act or of 
some isolated naturatbr polmcal event. Being 
the first attempt in the faistoiv of historiography 
to provide a purely natural theory of causa- 
tion, it was bound to be imperfect and unsatis- 
factory, but it was a great advance over the 
previous theory of supernatural or miracuTotis 
causation. It led, however, to an exaggerated 
emphasis upon the possiblli^ of abrupt and 
artificial changes in social and political institu- 
tions. The "Romanticists* arose primarily as 
a reaction against this particular phase o{ the 
historical doctrines of the rationalists. Even 
the political history of the rationalists was given 
a new and more promising cast. It was no 
longer limited to flie field of political apolo- 
getics, but became a truly critical political his- 
tory as far as its attitude towards policies was 
concerned. It was not usually written by mem- 
bers of the governing classes nor under their 
patronage, but by representatives of the new 
bourgeoisie or third esiafe, who had little influ- 
ence in the several European governments at 
that period. It became an agency of criticism 
andof agitation for reform but rarely for rev- 
olution. It must be remembered, however, that 
the critical powers of the rationalists were 
limited almost wholly to dieir attitude towards 
the general subject-matter of their history and 
were not exhibited to any comparable degree in 
their handling of the sources of information. 
As research scholars in the use and criticism of 
printed and mannscript documents they did not 
even approximate the level of the school of 
Ma billon. 

The founder of the rationalistic school of his- 
torians and the master mind of the movement 
was Francois Arouet, more commonly known ■' 
as Voltaire (1694^1778). The two dominating . 
factors in Voltaire's political and historical 
philosoph;^ were his great admiration for the 
English civilization of his time and his peer- 
les.s powers as a critic. An apolorist of an en- 
lightened despotism allowing the free develop- 
mentof bourgeois culture and prosperity, he 
saw in the En^and of Walpole his political 
ideal, and his agitation for reform in Prance 
was limited wholly to a desire to create in 
France what he beheld in England. As a critic 
he has never been equalled in any age, pri- 
marily because of the, f^ct^^tji^^s,irt(^ly 
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devoid of reverence or respect for any insttlu- 
tion and was, thus, wholly free to give full 
expression to fais reactions against evei^ phase 
of obscurantism. His most finished historical 
work was the 'Siecle de Louis XIV,' which 
Fueter describes as ' the first mo^prn hictnrii-al 
wqrk .' In it he broke wholly with the annal- 
istic, and even with any strict chronoloeical sys- 
tem, and for the first time divided an historical 
work in accordance with the topical sj^stem of 
arrangement. Again, it was the first time that 
the civilization of a great Eurooean state bad 
been described in its totality. VoHaire's work 
was no mere skillfu] compilation; it was an 
attempt to exhibit the main currents of develop- 
ment in the whole life of a powerful stat e and 
a cultured society. As was the case with all 
the internationally-minded rationalists, there 
was little of that chauvinism in his work which 
disfigured the work of the pohtical historians 
of the following century. Much less thorouvh, 
but equally significant was his '^Vjil' T""" ^^^ 
*' > generally tetearded as the fieat univer- 
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all ^es and peoples, ^^ule Voltaire did not 
possess the knowledge^ tbe leisure requisite 
for its execution and the work was ill-propor- 
tioned and marred by serious and almost fatal 
' ' '' /ertheless, one of the great 



I It was the real fonndatii._ _. _ — 

' civilization in its modem sense; it was the first 
work in which credit was pvcn to the non- 

, Christian contributions, especially of the Arabs. 

' to European civilization; it first pft political 
history in its proper relations to economic and 
social history in the general development of 
humanity; and it silenced forever the theolo^cical 
and providential interpretations which had pre- 
vailed from Orosius to Bossuet The most 
fundamental point in his philosophy of history, 
the notion ol the ■genius of a people,* was 
later adopted by the Romanticists, with some 
grotesque exaggerations, in their. conception of 
a 'folk-soul.' 

Voltaire's pwnt of approach found several > 
distinguished representatives in England. There 
was one important difference, however; among 
the English writers there was no underlying im- 

Edse towards reform. In, the case of the Eng- 
sh lustorians of the period there was that 
same complacent self-satisfaction over the final 
perfection of Elnglish institutions that was evi- 
dent in the legal works of Blackstone which 
aroused the fury of Bentham. The best ex- 
ample of this tendency was David Hume (1711- 
76). His 'History of England from the In- 
vasion of Julius CsEsar to the Revolution of 
1688' gave Englishmen an interpretation of 
their national history conceived in the spirit o/ 
an urbane and dispassionate sceptic. Unlike the 
work of Voltaire, Hume's history was most su- 
perficial in its content and analysis. It was in 
no way a history of English civilization, and 
even the political history was superficial and in- 
urate. The section on the mediseval jieriod 
i practically worthless. Its onlv merit was 
in its treatment of the Stuart ocriod, for whidi 
it provided the first truly historical and analytic 
interpretation of the great Gvil War. His 
point of view was wholly insular and he was 

Srobably the least universal of the rationalist 
istorians. A much abler historian was the 



Scotchman, William Robertson (1721-93), the 
most avowed of Voltaire's English disdples. 
Of his three major works, 'The History of 
Scotland' ; 'The History of America' ; and 
'The History of the Rei^ of the Eniperor 
Charles V,' the latter, especially its introduction, 
was the most significant in the development of 
historical writing. Its lack of exhaustive schol- 
arship is revealed by the fact that the author 
never learned to read German, but he made 
the best possible use of the sources he employed. 
He was the first to make clear the major out- 
lines of the constitutional development in the 
Middle Ages and was one of the earliest to ap- 
preciate the cidtural contributions of the mediie- 
val Church. He was, however, the most de- 
cided of the ei^nents of the catastrophic 
ibeoiy of historical causation and to him is 
mainly due the prevalence of the exaggerated 
notion of the importance of the Crusades in 
every phase of tne later culture and politics 
of Europe and also the further elaboration of 
Baronius' notion of the special significance 
of the year 1000. The member of the Englisl 
school who has ^ned the most enduring and 
general fame was Kdvfar<\ r.rhhnn (1737-04), 
Generally estimated by critics as less able than 
Robertson, he was a classic example of the at- 
tainment of §reat success through ministering 
to the prevailing sentiments of his time, in the 
possession of an appealing subject, a fine classic 
style and the current complacencv and mild 
rationalism. His 'Decline and Fall of the Ro- 
man Empire' dealt with a topic which was 
charged with an age-old thrill and a compelling 
interest. Less profound than Voltaire and 
much less significant for the history of histori- 
ography, Gibbon has won a more permanent 
reputation as a historian on account of causes 
readily understood. In addition to tbe more 
attractive and uni verily interesting subject 
with which he dealt, it was also a much more 
restricted subject, and, possessing abundant 
means and leisure, Gibbon was able to master 
most of the then available sources on his topic 
' ^Ti "'\1il n n1mg litr"'""''- "' *■" ^^'V r ifi n; 



let that it contained the firs 
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and-expanston-ci piristianity_._ - 
cold and reservea pcrsotialitv he was noi mi- 
terly hostile, but divested Christianity of its 
traditional envelope of unique supematuralism 
and treated it as he later dealt with the spread 
of Mohammedanism. The general outlines of 
his picture have never been superseded. 

In Germany Voltaire found three followers 
in Schlozcr, Schmidt and Spittler. While Au- 
gust Ludwig Schl&zer produced « minor at- 
Tempt at a universal history, his main work was 
. done in-lhe history of Slavonic Europe, where 
he found his ideal in the enlightened despotism 
of Catherine II. He had very limited powers 
ol criticism, especially in regard to biblical mat- 
ters; had no imagination and an unattractive 
style; but he was far the greatest philolodst 
of the rationalist school, what Voltaire did 
for Francp, Hume for England, and Robertson, 
for Scotland, was done for Germany by Michael 
Ignatz Schmidt (1736-94). His 'Hbtory of 
(jermany' was one of the most finished prod- , 
nets' of rationalism in historical literature 
His style was excellent; he was cautious and 
accurate in the use of his sources and was free 
from all chauvinism; be was the first to handle 
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the German Reformation in an impartial man- 
ner; and die scope of his work resembled Vol- 
taire's in beine a true history of civilization. 
The snialler CTerman states and the Christian 
Chnn-h found their rationalist historian in Lud- 



He idealized the Middle Asea, and to him is 
primarily due the origin of that rosy and ro- 
mantic conception of the mediatval period as 
one in which the main events were tournaments 
and the chief fignres were the trouv*r«i, trou- 
badours and minnesingers. He was the first 
writer to handle thi whole history of the 
Church from the rationalist standpoint. His 
criticism was relatively mild but ne adopted 
the peculiar attitude of judging the Church 
from the viewpoint of an instnimeat for ad- 
vancing the cause of rationalism'. 

The discussion of the contributions of the 
school of Voltaire would not be complete with- 
out a brief reference to tfae woilt of two 
writers not technically historians. Though the 
<Scienia nuova' of VicfiJifi^OZU) undoubt- 
edly contained the &rst definite antidpalion of 
the modem dynaiuic theory of progress, he 
was too pious in his theology to be listed among 
the colleagues of Voltaire. Such was not the 
case with Turgot and Condorcet In his difr- 
course at the Sorbonne in 1750 on 'The Suc- 
cessive Advances of tfae Human Miod,' Tyj;- 
got^ (27i^-»'> firil ^<■\ tirrtfi dearly the doc- 
trine" of continuity in history, the cumulative 
nature of progress and the causal sequence be- 
tween the difierent periods of history — theories 
later so greatly emphasized by Mr. Freeman. 
An eqwuly notable wbik was Condorcet 's 
(1743^j 'Historical Sketch of the Progress 
of the Human UincL' which contained the best 
statement of the 18th century doctrine of prog- 
ress and perfectibility. Less th<M'oi^h-Koing' 
echoes of this doctrine were heard froo) Kant 
io Germany and Godwin in England. 

The rather advanced rationalism of Voltaire 
and his school could scarcely gain a general 
acceptance and a sustained success in the 18th 
century, when it was greatly beyond the general 
level of contemporary thought. It had also 
many crudities inseparable from the first 
courageotu attempt to reconstruct history and 
bring it in harmony with the contemporary 
progress in scientific thoughL It was natural, 
then, chat there should b« a reaction against 
maitf of its premises and methods, whidi was 
in part a recrudesence of obscurantism and in 
part an effort to correct some of the errors of 
the school of Voltaire. The stages in this re- 
action were gradual and clearly marked It 
passed through the more moderate and con- 
servative rationalism of Montesquieu to the al- 
most irrational sentimentalism of Rousseau, 
and ended in the mystic and idealistic vagaries 
of romanticism, llie school of Voltaire did 
not come to its own until it was revived with 
greater profundity by BucUe, Ledty, Morley, 
Stephen and White, as a result of the reaction 
of 19th century science upon historiography. 

While Montesquieu's works as examples of 
historical criticism and accuracy are almost 
worthless, his broader attitude toward general 
methodology was of the utmost significance. 
He was not at alt violent or revolutionary in 
his political theoi^, and his literary affinities 
were with humamsm rather than rationalism. 



He did, however, present certaih phases at 
thought which were a marked improvement over 
Voltaire. Accepting Voltaire's unanalyzed doc- 
trine of the 'spirit of a people," he tried to 
show how this was produced by the operation 
of natural forces, particularly of dimate, and 
first brought out dearly the fundamental propo- i 
sition that the excellence of sodal institutions 1 
must be judged, not by an arbitrary and ab- \ 
solute standard, but by their relative adapta- \ 
bility to the spirit of the people for whom they 
serve or arc intended to serve. Again, where 
Voltaire and his followers had dropped only 
casual reflections, Montesquieu offered a syn- 
thesis of the various factors of historical de- 
velopment, which, though crude, marked a con- 
siderable methodological advance. Finally, 
white the school of Voltaire had introduced the 
treatment of commercial factors in connection 
with political development, Montesquieu and his 
followers laid much more stress upon the great 
influence of comroerdal activities in the life of 
the state. The school of Montesquieu most , 
faithfully represented the reaction of the com- , 
mercial revolution on European historiography.' ' 
Being primarily a political philosopher rather ' 
than a ttistorian, Montesouieu'B disdples were 
more numerous among the Mlitical theorists 
than amoiw the avowed historians. J. L. 
Delolme's <Con3titution of England' ; Adam 
Ferguson's 'History of Gtril Society,' and 
Joseph Pneitly's 'First Principles of Govern- 
ment* were works that dearly e^ibited the 
prindples of Montesquieu in the fidd of polit- 
ical pnilo£ophy. But if Montesquieu had few 
disdples imong liistorians, he had at least one 
of the highest order in Arnold Hermann Lud- 
wig Heeren (1760-1842), one of that brilliant 

Ebup of Gottingen professors of the period, 
is great work was entitled ^Thoughts Con- 
cerning the Politics, Intercourse and Commerce 
of the Leading Nations of Antiquity.' Its prii»- 
ciples were those of Montesquieu improved by 
the more sdentific analysis of economic life in 
the works of Adam Smith. With great skill he 
attempted to reconstruct the commerdal life of 
antiquity and to indicate its hitherto unsus- 
pected mfiucnce upon the course of the his- 
tory of the various nations. Heeren was one 
of the best writers among historians. Abandon- 
ing all attempts at rhetorical flourish, he pro- 
duced a most thoughtful work written with 
Seat clarity and conerencc. Edouard Meyer, 
e greatest of authorities on the history of the 
ancient nations, has called Heeren the leader 
of all who have sitbsequently attempted to deal 
with this fidd 

Much less sound was the remaining group 
of the rationalist school, that which followed 
the lead of Rousseau and formed the lo^cal 
transition from rationalism to romanticism. 
There were a number of important differences 
between Rousseau and Voltaire in their attitude 
toward historical and sodal problems. In the 
first place, Voltaire was purely intellectual and : 
critical and little moved by sentiment ; Rous- 
seau was almost pathologically emotional, sym- 
pathetic and sentimental In the second place, 
Voltaire was realistic and practical ; Rousseau 
was ideelisiic and Utopian. Finally, Voltaire 
the standpoint of the bourgeoisie. 



; Rousseau wrote as an ardent txpc 
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of the release of the masses from despotic 
political power. Until the period of the French 
Revolution, Rousseau's views could gain little 
currency in France for the inlellectuaj circles 
were controlled by aristocrats, but in Germany 
he found several enihusiastic disciples. 

The most attractive of Rousseau's German 
disciples in the field of history was the poet- 
dram alist-historian Friedrich Schiller (1759- 
1805), whose chief works were the 'History of 
the Rebellion of the Netherlands against the 
Spanish Rule' and 'The History of the Thirty 
Years War.' His works presented a combina' 
tion of the sentiment and pathos of Rousseau 
with the native powers of a great dramatist 
and poet. In his history of the Dutch revolt 
he found the basis of an epic of deliverance 
from oppression, while in the description of 
the Thirty Years' War be saw in Gustavus 
Adolphus and Wailensiein die central figures 
for a great historical drama, J_It scarcely needs 
to be pointed out that in his grand eiiic and 

ments of 

of clear preliminary analysis of pofitical 
ments, but once his narrative got under way 
the poet and dramatist gained complete control 
over [he historian, and his work, like that of 
Carlyle, was a contribution to great literature 
rather than to historiography. A much more 
influential historian among contemporaries, but 
incomparably inferior in every sense to Schiller, 
was Johannes Miiiler (1752-1809). His most 
famous work was die 'History of the Swiss 
Confederation.' Though possessing a memory 
rivalling Macaulay's and a zeal for the study 
of sources comparable to that of Cloulanges, he 
lacked wholly Macaulay's power of analysis, 
oi^aniiation and narrative, and had none of the 
critical power of Coulanges. Though he read 
all the available sources, he not only lacked in 
organizing ability, but was also so devoid of 
critical powers as to be tmable to detect and 
exclude contradictions in bis own narrative. 
To Rousseau's sentimental devotion to liberty 
be added a pedantic imitation of classical 
rhetoric. His Swiss history became an epic of 
freedom combining the methods of Rousseau 
and Livy. His 24 books of general history 
were significant only in that they contributed 
to the exa^eralion of that radicalljr erroneous 
conception of the general 'Gemiitlichkeit' of 
the Middle Ages, which had been given a power- 
ful initial impulse in the wofk of Spiltler. 
Ratber a representative of several of the phases 
of the rationalistic historiography than a com- 
plete disciple of Rousseau was Johann Gott- 
fried Herder (1744-1803). His notable work — 
'Reflections on the Philosophy of the History 
of Humanity' — was a composite of many cur- 
rent doctrines. It combined Rousseau's exag- 
rerated enthusiasm for the state of nature and 
reedOm from authority, Voltaire's conception 
ol the reality and permanence of national char- 
acter, Montesquieu's doctrine of the relation 
between national character and physical en- 
vironment, and the theological conception, later 
expanded by Hegel, of (he gradual develop- 
ment of humanity toward a stale of freedom. 
His. zeal fgr the slate of nature and the nat- 
n^l man led him to restrict his discussion 
thif^ to primitive peoples. His particular em- 



Sba&is upon the fixity of national character asid 
the organic unity of national culture put him 
in direct line with the romanticists. Friedrich 
Christoph Schlosser ( 1776-186 1) took over 
Rousseau's concepiitmrTKfoiigH' the intermedi- 
ary of Kant's "categorical imperative.' In his 
'History of the Iconoclastic Emperors' and his 
unfinished 'History of Ihe World,' he antici- 
pated the attitude of Lord Acton and passed 
judnnent on historical events and figures ac- 
cordini; to the principles of the Kantian precepts 
of individual morality. His work had a sombre 
cast, due to his inordinate passion for Dante's 
'Divine Comedy,' and his works were full of 
harsh and hasty criticisms of a purely subjec- 
tive nature. He was not a critical scholar and 
he ignored social and economic history. His 
chief significance lies in the fact that be was 
one of the first notable historians to lay great 
emphasis upon the political imporiance of a 
national literature. 



directing an election of delegates to an "Estates- 
General," the reaction against the frank and 
direct rationalism of Voltaire had definitely 
commenced in the works of the above-men- 
tioned disciples of Rousseau. To the conserva- 
tive element it seemed that the events of the 
French Revolution had finally demonstrated the 
futility of die rationalistic doctrines of catas- 
trophic causation and the possibility of altering 
social institutions through the application of a 
few "self-evident dictates of pure reason." fUn- 
fortunately, this laudable attempt to carTe<n~l]ie 
artificiality of the dogmas of Voltaire led to a 
reaction in the opposite direction which was 
even less valid and^ogressive than the theories 
of the rationalists. plomanticiMn in historiogra- 
phy meant a decided retrogession in the direc- 
*lian of obscuranticism, and was an integral part 
of that reaction in social science which is chiefiv 
identified with the names of Burke, De Bonald, 
De Maistre and Von Haller. The basic his- 
torical premise of the historiography of roman- 
ticism was the doctri ne of the gradual and un - 
c onscious nature of ctllt^iral e valUtTSR: It pro- 
claimed ttie unique organic unity and dev«lo];>* 
ment of all forms of national culture. There 
was a decided mystic strain in their thinking 
which maintained that the unconscious creative 
forces moved and operated in a mjrsteriout 
manner which defied rationalistic analysis. It 
was held that all were subject to the operatiwi 
of these mysterious forces of psychic power, 
which were later termed by Ranke, the 'Zeitpe- 
isl." Great emphasis was laid upon tradition 
and the alleged "ideas" which went to n)^« up 
this spirit of the age and of the nation. fThrae 
conceptions naturally led to a dogma oTpolit- 
ica! fatalism which represented the individual 
or the nation as powerless before the mass of 
creative spiritual forces. Revolution was repre- 
sented as particularly wicked, futile and worthy 
of special condemnation. There grew up that 
philosophy of political "quietism," which fitted 
in excellently with the current laisstB-faire doc- 
trines of the economists and political theorists. 
Out of this tendency there developed that noto- 
rious and specious myth representmg the Anglo- 
Saxon peoples as the perfect examples of polit- 
ical quietismj and, hence, of inherent pofitical 



capacity, while an equally 
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pictured the French as ihe Qrpical example of a 
revolutionary and unstable nation utterly de- 
void of all political capacity, [^his funda- 
mental error did more than anything else to 
mar the accuracy of 19th century political his- 
tory and philosophy and has not even yet been 
fully eradicates^ Again, the idea of the pure, 
indigenous antKspontaneous nature of national 
culture led to a narrowing of that cosmopolitan 
outlook of the rationalists and the centerine of 
1 purely national history. Further, 



die Ages. This tendency was due in part to the 
Strange misconception diat this was the period 
of the fixing of the several national cultures 
and in part to the psychic affinity of the roman- 
ticists with the mediaeval mental reaction to the 
problems of existence and causation. Language 
was believed to be the vital mark or criterion 
of nationality. This doctrine took its deepest 
root in Germany where language was almost 
the only bond of nationality, and it led to the 

Seat researches in philology associated with 
e names of Humboldt, Wolf, the brothers 
Grimm and Lachmann. On account of the tact 
that the romanticists maintained the hopeless- 
ness of any detailed analysis of historical causa- 
tion, thei*sphilosophy of hisrory ran in a 'vicious 
circle.' ^Without giving any seierflific explana- 
tion of tBc development of the spirit of a na- 
tion, they attributed the peculiarities of national 
institutions, laws, literature and government to 
the genius of the nation, and then represented 
national character as the product of th e arr lit- 
erature, laws and institutions of a pearfsJ^But 
in spite of the semi-obscurantic tendencies and 
the philosophical crudities of the romanticists, 
fhey must be given credit for havine done much 
to correct the vicious catastrophic tneory of the 
rationalists, and for having emphasized the ele- 
ment of unconscious growth in historical de- 
velopment and the vital truth of the organic 
unity of a cultural complex. It was left for 
Lamprecht, nearly a century later, to take over 
what was really valuable in the romantic doc- 
trines and work them over into his famous 
theory of historical development as a process 
of transformations and mutations within the 
collective psychology of both the nation and 
humanity, . 

The expressions of romanticism in his- 
toriography were matiy and varied. Its doc- 
trines were employed in the field of the in- 
vestigation of legal origins by Karl Friedrich 
Eichhom (1781-1854), whose 'Political and 



Legal History of Germany' was devoted pri' 
marily to the study of eatly German law; and, 
/above all, by Friedrich Karl von Savigny (1779- 



1861) in his 'History of Roman Law 
Middle Ages,' wluch was the most ^ble and 
dogmatic defense of the conception of law as a 

froduct of the national "genius* of a people, 
n the field of the history and analysis of re- 
ligion and literature it received its most notable 
expression in Francois Rene Auguste de Chat- 
eaiftriand's (1768-1848) 'Genius of Christian- 
ity'; in Madame de Stael's (1766-1817) 'Liter- 
ature in Its Relatid.T to Social Institutions' ; in 
Abel Francois Villemain's (1790-1870) 'Sketch 
of the Eighteenth Century,' and in the "His- 
tory of German Poetr-/' by Georg Gottfried 
Gervinus (K05-7O. Ri^manticism entered the 
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1854) and Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel 

(1771-1831). Schlegel viewed the historical 
process as the gradual restoration in man of 
the lost image of God throu^ the operation 
of a divinely revealed religion. Schelling in- 
terpreted historical development as the gradual 
revelation of God through the operation of the 
unconscious forces of creative genius, Hegel's 
•Philosophy of History' was founded upon his 
dialectic system of antithesis followed by 
synthesis, and upon his spiritualistic interpreta- 
tion of history as "the necessary progress in the 
consciousness of liberty,' Working from these 
premises he adapted the facts of history in such 
a way as to portray, the successive migrations 
of the "Weltgeist" from the Orient to Lutheran 
Germany, bringing with it a continually expand- 
ing consciousness and realization of liberty. 
Hegel's rather grotesque system was purged _of 
its most apparent crudities and applied with 
much greater learning and accuracy by Ferdi- 



1908) to the reconstruction of early Greek phi- 
losophy. The narrative school of romanticist 
historians was not only dominated by the gen- 
eral theories enumerated above, but by the 
literary canons of the historical novels of 
Walter Scott with their great emphasis upon 
the element of 'local color.* This tendency was 
really anti-historical, in that it aimed primarily 
to destroy all sense of historical perspective 
and to portray episodes or periods in the past 
in such a manner as to make them have the 
vividness and intimacy of contemporary events, 
ribution to literature rather than 



ific history. Its only real impulse 
■ ■ ■, riling lay ii ' ' ' 

its literary attractiveness awaken 



improved historical writing lay in the fact that 



_ history on a wider scale than ever before, 
and brought into the field many eminent 
stjiolars whose individual contributions to his- 
torical knowledge were greater than those of 
all of the narrative sdiooT of romanticists com- 
bined. Of this variety of narrative romanticist 
bistoricall writing the most important products 
were the 'History of the Conquest of England 
by the Normans' and the 'Narratives of the 
Merovingian Period' by Augustin Thierry"'' 
(1795-Iffl6) ; the 'History of the Dukes of Bur- 
gundy' by Baron de Barante (1782-1866), and 
the- 'History of the Italian Stales' by Heinrich 
Leo (1799-1878), A stiH further intensification 
of the subjective element in the narrative school 
was reached in the works of Michelet, Carlyle 
and Froude, where an attempt was made not 
only to bring the reader in immediate touch v/ith 
the setting of the events narrated, but also with 
the personal impressions and attitudes of the 
author. The 'History of France' of Jules/" 
Michelet (1798-1874) was the greatest product 
of French historical literature, 'The author 
was dominated by a passionate attachment to 
his country, possessed a marvelous ' ' " 
Pagination and a style notable for i 



apologist for French democracy. The best por- 
tions are those dealing with the picturesque 
figures of the Middle Ages and the scenes of 
the French Revolution. The least V ■' 
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personality of the group and the least worthy 
as a historian was ThDmas Carlyle (1795-1881). 
In radical contrast to Michekt he was pos- 
sessed of a sour contempt for the masses and 
an eqtully exaggerated interest in the pic- 
turesque ngures of history. To faim history 
was but the collective biography of the con- 
spicuous figures through the ages, and he was 
responsible more than any other historian for 

^e conventional disdain of the modern hu- 
torian for those commonplace things of daily 
life which have had incomparably greater in- 
fluence upon social development than the pic- 
turesque personalities. Carlyle indulged his 
prejudices in his "Letters and Speeches of 
Cromwell,' his 'History of Frederick the 
Great* and his 'French Revolution.' While 
possessing only moderate value as sources of 
information, on account of the writer's 'un con - 

/trolled prejudices and his utter lack of critical 
method, ihey earned him the undisputed ijosition 
as "the greatest of English portrwt painters.* 
While bis name has been adopted to designate 
chronic inaccuracy in historical investigation, 
Carlyle's disciple, James Anthony Froude 
(1818-94), was a much abler historian than his 

'master. His faults were those of one constitu- 
tionally rather than carelessly or intentionally 
inaccurate, as he had a keen appreciation of 
the value of critical methods and his work was 
the first extended English history written on 
the hasis of unpirtJished documents. His "His- 
tory of England from the Fall of Woolsey to 
the Defeat of the Spanish Armada' was sn 
epic of English deliverance from the "slavery of 
Rome," and his Carlylian attraction for great 
personaHties found ample scope for expression 
in his portraits of Henry VlII and Burleigh. 
As a writer he was approached among English 
historians only by Macaulay. 'No oUier Eng- 
lish historian,* says Goocli, "has possessed a 
style so easy, so tlowtng, so transparent." 
America found rts sole distinguished represen- 
tative of the school of Carlyle and Froude in 

iTohn Lothrop Motley (1814-77), who devoted 
his life to a narraiiob of the struggle of the 
Netherlands agiinst Spain, Surpassing even 
Freeman in his passion for liberty, he found a 
most congenial subject in tracing the successful 
revolution of the Dutch and the establishment 
of their republic. For word painting and vivid 
description of dramatic scenes only Carly^le has 
equalled him among historians writing in the 
English tongue. WHle the conceptions of 
romanticism gained some dominion over the 
minds of greater scholars, such as Ranke, they 
served rather to stimulate the author's iWerest 
in history than to vitiate his scholarship. UWith 
its emphasis on the doctrine of the 'genius of 
a nation" and its deep emotional basis, romantic- 
ism was a powerful influence in stimulating the 
nationalistic historiography which dcmvnated 
the historical writing of the 19th century!^ 

4. Nationality and Hlatoiiocraphi 
commercial revolution not onlj' was tn 
factor in arousing historical interest in non- 
European peoples and a powerful impulse in 
the development of the new natural science and 
its accompanying sceptical philosophy, but was 
also the chief force in bringing to completion 
the process of shaping the modern national 
states out of the great feudal monarchies of 
the later Middle Age^ ~By its contributions to 



the increase of the capital and resources at the 
disposal of the monarch, and its creation of a 

loyal middle class, it enabled the kings to pro- 
vide a hired officialdom and military force, by 
means of which they could crush the opposition 
of the feudal nobility and bring to perfection 
the modern national state. The psychological 
impulses arising from the welling<up of national 
pride in the newly fa^ioned stales led to the 
production of narratives glorifying the national 
past and to feverish activity in collecting the 
sources of information which preserved the 
priceless records of the achievements of the 
nation from the most remote period While 
this movement, in its earliest phases, gqts back 
to the 16th century it took on its modem form 
after the French Revolution, the Napoleonic 
Wars and the regeneration of Prussia had con- 
tributed so greatly to the creation of an ardent 
national self -consciousness in most of the 
European states. Coming at this time, it was 
reinforced by the then popular tenets of roman- 
tidsm emphasizing the importance of national 
character and the imperishahle 'genius of a 

rcople.* The nationalistic impulse was re- 
reshed from another source in the middle o£ 
the 19tb century by the vicious influence of the 
notorious 'Essai sur t'in^galit^ des races hu- 
maines,' published by Count Joseph Arthur 
of (}obine3u (1816-1^) in 1854. It proclaimed 
the determining influence of radal differences 
on the course of historical development, as- 
serted the inherent superiority of the 'Aryan" 
race, and held that racial degeneration was the 
inevitable result of its mixture with inferior 
races. His now utterly discredited doctrines 
gained great vogue among French, English^, and 
especially among nationalistic German, histor- 
ians and publicists, culminating in the Teutonic 
rhapsody of Charles Kingsley and Houston 
Stuart Chamberlain, the Gallic ecstasy of Mau- 
rice Harris and the Saxon psans of Kipling 
and Homer Lea. Not only was diis doctrine 
effective in developing a still greater degree of 
chauvinism upon the part of the governing 
"races,* but it also led to the persecution of 
minonty "races,* and the consequent stimulation 
of their nationalistic sentiments. 

Perhaps the earliest state to begin a national 
history was Germany in the days of humanism 
and the old empire. The cultured Emperor 
Maximilian I (1493-1519) followed the example 
of Charlemagne in gathering to his court at 
Vienna some of the leading historical scholara 
of German humanism. Conrad Celtis revived 
an interest in the 'Germania' of Tacitus. 

iohannes Spiessheimer (1473-1529), better 
nown as Cuspinian, made a critical study of 
the historical works of Jordanes and Otto of 
Freising. Irenicus, Feutinger and Beatns 
Rhenanus (1436-1547) exhibited the spirit of 
Blondus in their researches into German antiqui- 
ties. Their activity was soon smothered, how- 
ever, in the controversies of the Reformation, 
and interest in secular and national history 
waned. A century later Melchior Goldast 
(1578-1&35) produced his famous collection of 
documents dealing with early and medieval 
German history and public law, known as the 
'Monarchia romani imperii,* which was the 
standard German collation until the *Monu- 
menia> had covered lh,<; same period and mate- 
rial in a more thorough fashion. The distin- 
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ffuished philoMpher G. W. Leibnitz (1646-1716) 
was amSitioos to provide a coUection of tiie 
sources of Gennan liisiory whidi would rival 
those on French history which had been 
gaihered by Dncbeuie. He was not, however, 
able to obuin the necessary imperial support 
and the project had to be abandoned. He 
merely produced a collation on the histoiy of 
the Guelfs as a by-product of hia hiatory of 
the dynasty of BruDswidc. The great modem 
collection of the sources of German, history, 
the justly famous *Monumeuta Germamc His- 
torica,' was a product of the spirit of the War 

J of Liberation and was begun by that greatest oE 
all the Gentian statcomen of bis time, Baron 
vom Stein. Discouraged by the reactionary 
tendencies of the period following the Con- 



history. Failing to obtain government support 
for a collection of the sources of German nis- 
tory, he raised the funds from the resources of 
himself and his friends, and with rare good for- 
tune secured an editor of great scholarship and 
energy in the Hanoverian archivist, G. H. Peru. 
Peru carried the burden of the editorship for 
a half century, aided by the best of German 
scholars, most prominent of his colleagues * 
ing the constitutional '' '" "" "'" 



sent of his colleagues )£- 
I hisiorian/Georg Wai^ 
I colossal cSi^ilation ii^ 



regarding German history from die time of the 
Roman writers on the inyasions, and Is still in 
process of execution, ^^t was, pei4iaps, . one of 
the greatest landmarks m the development of 
scientific historical writing, as it alone made 
possible the productivity and accuracy of the 
succeeding generations of liistorianj* 

National history in Germany was not lim- 
ited to the collection of sources, biK received 
expression in glowii^ narratives which usually 
found their theme in the glories of the Ger- 
man imperial past of the mediaeval period or in 
laudatory' accounts of the Hohenzollem achieve^ 
ments, which served as the basis of enthu' 
siastic proposals for a Prussian revival of the 
elories of the empire. Schmidt had written a 
history of Germany from the rationalist Stand- 
point, but his cosmopolitan outlook made his 
work quite tm satisfactory to the patriots. 
Wilken initialed the nationalistic narrative by 
an account of German prowess in the period of 
ihe Crusades. Luden, imder the spell of Jo- 
hannes Miiller's views of the mei&eval period, 
produced a 'History of the German People,' 
in which he aimed to arouse national enthu- 
siasm for the magnificence of medixval Ger- 
many. Voip contributed an epic dealing with 
the conversion and conquest of Prtissia by the 
Teutonic knights. Raumer pictured the achieve- 
ments of the Hohenstaufens, and Stenzel por- 
trayed the deeds of the Franconian emperors 
with critical skill as well as patriotic edifica- 
tion, Giesebrecht analyzed the formation of 
the medieval empire with a display of scholar- 
ship not less remarkable than his Teutonic 
fervor. Thou^ his history of the Reformation 
was a powerful influence in making~l.uther the 
irreat German national hero, it must be atbnitted 
, that Ranke and his imme<fiate disciples shared 
something of the universal outlook of the ra- 
tionalists, but with the rise of the •Pnisnan 
School* nationalistic history became even more 
chauvinistic and dynastic. Haisser contributed 



a voluminous epic on the War of the Libera- 
tiot) in his 'Histor]^ of German)^, 1786-1815.' 
Duncker, the historian of antiquity, froin his 
work in editing the state papers of the grcaA 
HohenzoUems developed a fervid admiration 
for the dynasty which convinced him of its fit- 
ness to revive the imperial glories of old Ger- 
many. The first massive panegyric of Prussian- 
ism was the work of Johann Gustav Droyseii 
(1806-84), w4io deserted his early liberalism to 
become an almost sycoi^antic euloKist of the 
Hcdieniollems. His monumental 'History of 
Prussian Policy' was marred not only t^ its 
grave prejudices in favor of the "mission' of 
the dynasty he admired, bin also by the fact 
that it was almost whol^ limited to the super- 
ficial field of Prussian foreign politics with 
little attention even to domestic policy, to say 
nothing of its total omission of the deeper 
social conditions and economic forces. The 
story was picked up where Droysen had left it 
byJfeinrich von Treitschke 0834-96). His 
^2'**°'^ °* Germany in the Nineteenth Cen- 
tury' ranks with the histories of Michelet and 
Macaulay as one of the litera^ masterpieces of 
modem historiograph^ While it was charged 
with all of the vividenthusiasra for Prussian 
leadership which marred the work of Droysen, 
Treitschke's work at least had the merit of de- 
voting adequate attention to lihe fundamental ' 
cultural forces in national development Hein- 
rich von Sybel h8l7~<l5), the third of the three 
leaders of the Prussian school, be^n his work 
as a i^sciple of Ranke by a brilliant work on 
the Firsit Crusade and by a profound study of 
the origins of the German king^ip, but the 
stirring political situation in the middle of the 
century led him away from the poise of his 
master and he became a thorou^ advocate of 
German unity through Prussian milkary leader- 
ship. His 'History of the French Revolution' 
was a massive polemic against the whole move- 
ment, and its central theme was the old roman- 
tidst dogma of the political incapacity of ^e 
French. From this spectacle of allege d^ political 
tnetititude Sybel turned to an account of the 
events which demonstrated the supreme capacity 
of his nation in political affairs — the founda- 
tion of the German Empire by Bismarck. His 
voluminous worjt on 'The Foundation of the 
German Empire by William I' showed wonder- 
ful power in the clear presentation of a mass 
□f political and diplomatic detail, but was 
fatally disfiplred by downright dishonesty in 
its presentation of Ksmarclrs foreign policy, 
from which all the criminal duplicity was care- 
fully excluded. By tiie time Sybel had finished 
his work, history in Germany had become too 
weak a vehicle to serve as a leading instrument 
for advancing national aspirations. Its place 
was taken by the litenry products of Peters, 
Tannenberg and the Pan-German expansionists: 
of Bemhardi and the ultra-militarists; and of 
Chamberlain and the blatant Teutonists. The 
complete complicity of the Prussian historians 
in the production of this state of national exalta- 
tion has been clearly revealed by Guilland. 

Nearly a century after the beginnings of 
German narional historiography at the court of 
Maximilian the French began to turn their 
tion to the analysis and colleetion of the 
es of their national histon'. This move- 
may conveniently be dated from the pub- 
W of the 'Franco-Gallia' of Francois Ho* 
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m»i in 1574. Other early examples of thU 
tendency Were the 'Aniiquites eauloises et 
fransoises' of Claude Faucliet (1579); the 
<Annale8 Francorum' of Pierre Pithou (1588) ; 
the 'Recherches de la France' of Etienne Paa- 
quier (1611), and the material on the Crusades 
in the <Gesta Dei per Francos* of Jacques 
Bongars (1611-17). The true beginning of the 
critical collection of sources was marked by 
the work of Andr£ Duchesne (1584-1640) in 
compiling the 'HhtOTtSE' Normannorum scrip- 
tores antiqui' (1619) and the 'Historiae Fran- 
corum scriplores coaetanei* <1636f.); the 
"geneologies" and the 'Gallia Christiana* of the 
brothers Saintc-Marthe (1572-1650, 1655); the 
critical editions of Villehardouin and Joinville 
by Charles du Fresne du Cange (1610-88); 
and the 'Capitularia regAm Francorum* of 
Etienne Baluze (1630-1718). During the last 
half of the 17th century and the first half of the 
/ Igth this work of collecting sources was car- 
/ ried on almost entirely by the scholarly Bene- 
''■ dictine monks of the Congregation of Saint 
SUaur at Sain i- Germain -de s-Pres in Paris, 
which was founded between 1618 and 1630 hy 
Doms Martin Tesni^re and Gregoire Tarisse, 
and whose leader in historical scholarship'tvas 
the great Jean Jiabillon (1632-1707). Only a 
■ few of their more notable collections can he 
mentioned here. Dom Thierry Ruinart (1657- 
1709) prepared critical edftions of Gregon" of 
Tours and Fredegarius; Dom Edmond Mar- 
tene (1654-1739) the 'Tiiesarus novus anecdo- 
lorum vB i UM setip*— a a ' and the 'Veterum 
scriptorum et monumentorum amplissima col- 
lectio* ; Dom Bernard Montfaucon (1655- 
1741) 'Les Monuments de ta monarchic fran- 
5aise'; Dom Martin Bouquet (1685-1754) the 
famous 'Renim Gallicarum et Francicarum 
scriptores,' which is still being continued bj" 
modem scholars under the title of the 'Recueil 
des historicDs des Gaules et dc la France;* and 
Dom Antoine Rivet de la Grange (1683-1749), 
aided ty Duclou, Poncet and Colomb, began 
that unique 'Hisioire litteraire de la France'-^ 
which v^^j»»m^ttm^hy the French Institute «r 
thj^wetyclose of the last century. The Mau- 
-^sts also turned their attention to the history of 
the French provinces and gathered man^ valu- 
able collections, the most famous of which waR 
the 'Histoire genirale de Languedoc' of Doms 
Vais^tie and Vic (1730-49), recently revised by 
Molinier. In the latter part of the 18th century 
the laymen again came to the front, the most 
notable center of their activity being the 
Academie des Inscriptions et Belles-lettres, 
which had been founded iy Olbert in 1663, 
l^e most valuable product of their labors was 
the great collection of 'Ordonnances des rois de 
France' by J, de Lauriire. Denis Secousse and 
L. G. de Brequign^ (1714-1794). They also 
continued the 'Histoire litt^aire' and the "Gal- 
lia Christiana.' A further stimulus came when 
P. C F. Daunou was appointed national archi- 
vist by Napoleon. He brought many foreign ar- 
chives to Paris and also continued the work on 
the "Histoire litteraire* and the other great 
Benedictine collections. The first monumental 
collection of sources produced in the 19th cen- 
tury was the voluminous 'Collection de 
m^oires relatifs i ITiistoire de France' by 
Petitot and Monmerqiii in one hundred and 
thirty volumes (1819-29). What Germany pwes 



lo.Steiii for the gathering of the sources oC 
(jerman national htstory, France owes to Guizot, 
and more, for the latter not only organized the 
movement for the scientific work in collecting 
and editing the sources, but also was a histor- 
ical scholar of the first order who contributed 
most valuable works from his own pen. Be- 
fore he left historical writing for the field of 
political activity he had published a collection 
of thirty vduraes bearing the same title as that 
of Petitot In 1834 he organized the Soci*t6 de 
I'histoire de France, which was first presided 
over by Barante and has since included in its 
membership the most famous historians of 
France. The 'Ouvrages publics' of this society 
have amounted to over three hundred and fifty 
well edited volumes of source material. Even 
more important >was GiHzot's initiative in induc- 
ing Louis Philippe to appoint a sub-comtnittee 
of the ministry of public education which -was 
io devote itself to ptibUshing the hitherto un- 

Jublished source material of French history. 
n ihe next year their work began to appear in 
the monumental series of the 'Collection de 
documents in^dits sur I'histoire de France,* of 
which about three hundred and thirty volumes 
have thus far been published. The early edi- 
torial associates of Guizot in this enterprise 
were Mignet, TTiierry, Guerard and Raynouard 
With the foundation of the Sociit* de I'Ecole 
des Charles in 1829 the provision of competent 
editors was henceforth assured through the es- 
tabhshment of the world's greatest historical 
institute for the training of students in the use 
of documents — L'Ecole des Chartes. The 
'Documents inidits* are the official French 
counterpart of the German 'Monumcnta* arid 
are even more valuable in that they are con&ned 
entirely to the presentation of material never 
before published. The French have also ad- 
vanced a step beyond any other nation in pro- 
viding great collections of sources for a study 
of their history in modern limes. This has been 
due primarily to the fact that no other Euro- 
pean state faa; possessed a national event or 
movement in modern times at all comparable in 
picturesque or romantic interest to the French 
Revolution. Most of the great French collec- 
tions of sources of modem histonj relate to some 
phase of the Revolution. In 1903 the socialist 
historian and statesman, Jaures. succeeded in 
inducing the government to establish a commit- 
tee of the ministry o£ pirt)Iic instruction to su- 
pervise the publication of the unpublished docu- 
ments dealing with the economic history of ^e 
French Revolution, This work has been car- 
ried on by ihe leading French historians, and 
the 'Collection de documents inidits sur I'his- 
toire &;oiM>mique de la Revolution Fran^ise' 
has been appearing in successive volumes since 
1905. The municipal government of Paris has 
been publishing the 'Collection de documents 
relatifs i I'histoire de Paris pendant la Revo- 
lution Frantyiise' since 1888. In addition to 
these public collections, many collections of 
sources dealing with special phases of the Revo- 
lution have been made by enterprising scholars, 
among whom Aulard and bis pupils nave been / 

The French also vied with the (rfrmans In 
the production of nationalistic historical narra- 
tive, liie -publication of ChateaubrLand's 
^Genius of Christianity' in 1802 gaye a lustre 
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and romantic touch to the French past in the 
middle ages comparable to the eflect produced 
J in Germany by Spittler and Johannes Miiller. 
Fauriel anticipated Coulanees and Jiillian in his 
bisloiy of Gaal by coniending for the superior' 
ity of Celtic lo Prankish culiure in the forma- 
tion of mediKval civilization. Michaud de- 
scribed the glories of the French in the period 
of the Crusades, Raynouard drew a vivid pic- 
turc of the troubadours and proclaimed the 



^xed with both critical erudition and patriotic 

gride the centralization of the French monarchy 
y the great statesmen of the 17th ceu' 
lury, Lamartine, in a work which rivalled 
CaHyle in the field of literature and was equally 
unsaentiBc as history, set forth with fervid ad- 
miration the glories of the French Revolutioa, 
and especially the exploits of the Girondists. 
Mignet, the most scholarly French historian 
in the first half of the 19th century, made 
an attack on the Bourbon Restoration by rep- 
resenting the French Revolution as the neces- 
sary and inevitable outgrowth of the tend- 
encies of the age and as the dawn of a new 
and better era in the history of the world. 
Thiers, while critical of the emjure, praised ths 
first consul as the saviour of France and of 
European civilization. Napoleon was defended 
in his imperial splendor by Masson, Vandal and 
Uvy; Vandal representing him as peace-loving 
and goaded to war hy English jealousy, and 
L6vy presenting a superhiunan and faultless 
personality. Thureau-Dangin, while deploring 
Its popular origin, appeared as the historical 
apologist of the "Jufy Monarchy." La Gorce 
dealt with the "Second Emi»re* as an apologist 
of monarchy and clericalism, if not of the per- 
sonaUty of Napoleon 111. Ollivier dwelt wiih 
pride upon (he liberal tendencies of the last 
decade of the Empire, and Hanotaux, in one 
of the finest products of national historiog- 
raphy in France, has described and defended 
the establishment of the "Third Republic* Nor 
was France lacking in general histories written 
from the national point of view. Early in the 
19th century Sismondi produced the first de- 
tailed and complete history of France. It was 
written from the standftoint of an ardent lib- 
eral who castigated kin^ and bishops and 
lauded the liberal tendenucs in the communes. 
But Sismondi was a Genevan and to sotnc ex- 
tent a representative of the mild rationalism ot 
Rousseau, and his work was not calculated to 
arouse intense patriotic enlhusiasto. Much dif- 
ferent, except in its liberalism, was the brilliant 
work of Michelet, which was not only a great 
ycontribution. to French literature but to the 
Ystimulalion of patriotic pride, especially on die 
part of liberal Frenchmen, Henri Martin's 
histonr of France was leas brilliantly written 
than Michelet's. but rested on sounder scholar- 
ship and for a half century has remained the 
popular national history of France on account 
of its logical arrangement, lucid presentation 
and its central theme ot the progressive growlh 
of French national unity. The great co-oper- 
ative work edited bv Lavisse belongs to the field 
of erudite andcritical rather than nationalistic 
historiography. French nationalism was greatly 
stimulated by the sting of the defeat and injus- 
tices of 1870. WJhile the scholarly French his- 



toriajas, such as Gorce and Socel, niaintained an 
itn^rtiality in treating of the war of 1870, 
which put to shame the fawning apology of 
Sybel, mere was a great outburst of nationalis- 
tic ardor on the part of the "super- patriots* 
among their countrymen. These tendencies 
found expression, above all, in the fiety 
speeches, poet^ and pamphlets of Paul Derou- 
lede, the chief of the "Ravancbards," and in 
the brilliant polemics and eulogies of his ad- 
mirer, that ardent Gallican and head of the 
L^gue of Patriots, Maurice Barres, whose study 
of French history has convinced him that ''the 
French make war as a religious duty. They 
were the first to formulate the idea of a Holy 
War. Il is not in France that wars are entered 
upon for the sake of spoil, but as a champion in 
the cause of God, as a knight, upholding jus- , 
tice." ■' 

England did not begin any systematic collec- — 
tion of the sources of its national history until 
the beginning of the 19th century. In the year 
1800 the Record Commission was created, but 
no real historian was connected with its labors 
until Sir James Mackintosh was appointed in 
1825. In 1830 Harris Nicolas called attention 
lo the deplorable conditio! 
England and bis criticism 
of a new and more active i 
of the Record Commissipi 
improvement was the editi 
tary Writs by Palgrave. 1 
in the collection of sources 
middle of the century, f 
Stubbs, the greatest of '. 
before Maitland and the 
Vinc«radoii[, vigorously ci 
the Record Commission. 
in 1857, Lord RomiUy, the 
was able to secure an appropriation from the' 
government to publish .uhe sources of English 
mediieval history and the general oversight of 
the project was conferred upon DuSus Hardy, 
a careful, if not brilliant, scholar. The work 
of editing these sources has been carried on 
by a number of English medievalists, among 
them BreWOT, Gairdner, Canon Robertson, 
Giles and Dimoclc but far the ereatest figure 
w»the English Waitz, Bishop William Slubbs- 
(1825-1901). For more than a quarter of a 
century after 1863 he gave much of his time to 
this work This collection, which was finished 
in 1896 in two hundred ano forty-four volumes, 
is known as the 'Chronicles and Memorials of 
Great Britain and Ireland during the Middle' 
Ages' ('Rerum Britannicarum medii aevi 
scriptores) or, more briefly, as the 'Rolls, 



analogue ot the 'Monumenia' and the 'Docu- 
ments in^dits.' Less pretentious collections' 
have been provided hy the Camden Society a^tt-- 
ihe Early English Texts Society. There 
should also be mentioned the great collection of 
the sources of English legal history provided 
by the Selden Society and the publication of 
the manuscript records of important voyages 
and explorations by the Hakluyt Society. 

The historiography of nationalism has not 
been less «igoroiis in England than in Germany 
or Franrf l\i-i mosl conspicuous feature has been 
the expansion of the 'Mvth Teutonicus* reeatd:- 
ing the political superiority of die Anglo-SaxonT 
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peoples, which was so popular a tenet di roman- 
ticism and had been so fervidly expounded 
by Edmund Burke. It rested jjnmanly upon 
the assumption that the Teutonic invaders of 
England had made a clean sweep of the Briton 
and Celtic inhabitants and had created a purely 
Germanic England in culture if not in race. 
The most vigorous and the earliest statement 
of this view appeared in Kemble's 'The Saxons 
in En^and,* which was published in 1849. It 
not only taught this notion to Englishmen, but 
was widely read in Germany and served to fur- 
nish the German nationalists with a further 
basts for their convictions regarding the Ger- 
manic "mission,* which had been drawn from 
their own medieval sources. Freeman carried 
the argument stilt further in his 'History of 
the Norman Conquest,' in which he not only 
accepted the Saxon theory, but, being an ardent 
lover of liberty like Michelet, espied the 
real foundations of political liberty in the Ger- 
manic folk-moot, and particularly m its English 
manifestation. This myth, dating back to Thoy- 
ras and Montesquieu, so thoroughly punctured 
by Coulanges, has been one of the most persist- 
ent and pernicious sources of error which have 
come down from a pre-anthropological stage in 
historical studies. Even the cahn and cautious 
Bishop Stubbs and the charming^ John Richard 
Green were also seduced by this fiction of a 
Teutonic England, which was to be challenged 
by Seebohm and modified by Maitland and 
■Vinogradofl. The greatest popular emotional 
impulse toward this Teutonic interpretation 
came from the notorious work of the poet-his- 
torian, Charles Kingsley, on 'The Roman and 
the Teuton, > which was first published in 1864. 
Highly entertaining but almost wholly un-I 
scientific and non-historical, it did more to) 

Eervert the interpretation of early medijcval 
istory than any other book of its time. He 
idealized the "young and virile* Teutonic 
•Forest Children* with the ardor of a Las 
Casas, and set them in marked and flattering 
1 with the morally^ and physically de- 



cadent Romans of the 'Dying Empire," and re- 
joiced in the destruction of the latter bv the 
■Human Deluge* from the North. It 



'sufficient commentary upon the accuracy of his 
work to note that the labors of scholarly 
medievalists for the last generation have 
dhiefly centered about the rejection of every one 
of his main theses. The book, however, gained 
a great popular vogue and no Englishman could 
read it without desiring to trace his ancestry 
back to Arminius and Alaric. Passing from 
the Middle Ages, where the national 
grandeur of Britain had been laid by the 
Teuton, the most intensely nationalistic of 
English historians, James Anthony Froude, 
described the glories of the English re- 
volt from Rome. Carlyle landed the virtues of 
Cromwell and his associates of the Common- 
wealth period. The Whig. apologists, Mackin- 
tosh, Hallam, and above all, Macaula^. de- 
scribed the salvation of the world's liberties by 
the •Glorious Revolution' of 1688. Macaula/s 
'History' is the English counterpart of Treit- 
.Hchke and Michelet. and marks the most bril- 
liant of English contributions to historical lit- 
erature, as well as a valuable, though prejudiced 
body of historical knowledge. Lecty's study 
of 18lh century England could scarcely be 



called nationalistic on account of its impartial- 
ity, but Napier praised English prowess in the 
Peninsular War in a work which was as frank 
an adulation of war as a process in htrnian so- 
ciety as was Bernhardi's work a half century 
later. Finally, Seeley, an example of both na- 
tionalism and erudition, wrote with restrainetl 
pride of the development of the British Em- 
pire in his 'Expansion of England' and "Growth 
of British Policy.' Not only was Seeley a na- 
tionalist, but along with Freeman he vras 
chiefly responsible for turning English historiog- 
raphy into the narrow and unnatural channels 
01 j»olitical history. The growth of English 
national enthusiasm, which accompanied the 
work of Cecil Rhodes and the Boer War, did 
not fail to produce its nationalistic literattire. 
which was as far removed from the scholarly 

Oof Seeley as was the attitude of Bem- 
from that of Sybel. Bertihardi foimd his 
English counterpart in Prof. J. A. Cramb, vrba 
detected in England's past wars the govcming 
principle "of that fairer power of heroism 
which transcends reason." Curiously enou^, 
as it had fallen to a renegade Endishman, 
H. S. Chamberlain, to arrange the a^theosis of 
■Germania,'' so it required an Amencan, Homer 
Lea, to link up the future salvation of the 
world with the necessity of the universal 
triumph of 'Britannia,* dirough the Strengthen- 
ing and preservation of "the scarlet circle of 
power that the Saxon has marked around the 
earth as has no other race before him.* 

Italy shares the double honor of having been 
the first nation to provide a complete collection 
I of its sources of national history and of having 
produced the most indefatigable of all editors 
in Lodovieo Antonio Muratori (1672-1750). 
From 1723 until his death in 1750 he brought 
together in the 25 folio volumes of the 'Renmi 
italicanim scriptores' nearly all of the extant 
I sources of Italian history. So thorough was his 
work that it has only been deemed neces- 
i sary in recent years to undertake a new edition 
of his collection, which has been in progress 
i^ince 1900 under the supervision of Giosui 
jiCarducci and Vilorio Fionni. It is scarcely to 
[be doubted that the new edition is quite as 
I much a sublimation of patriotic impulses as an 
t enterprise entered upon in the interests of his- 
torical scholarship). 

While the national narrative history, like the 
collection of sources, dates back to a more re- 
mote period in Italy than in the other states of 
Europe, it began in its modem phase with 
Botta's 'History of Italy during the Revolu- 
.tionary and Napoleonic Wars,' whit* breathed 
forth the ardent liberalism which found ex- 
pression in the politics of the period in the ac- 
tivities of the Carbonari. Coletta condemned • 
the corruption and incapacity of Bourbon abso- 
lutism in Naples. Troya and Tost! surveyed 
the history of mediaeval Italy for evidence to 
support their plea for papal leaderAip in Ital- 
ian unity, while lyAregUo turned to eontemno- 
rary Italy to prove papa] incapacity and to call 
attention to the promise of leadership in thi 
House of Savoy. More rccentiv Lurio. De- 
Ceesare and Chiala have dealt wirfi the period 
of the •Risorgimento* and establishment of na- 
tional unity, but the Italian enthusiasm over 
their attainment of national indenendence and 
unity has scarcely cooled sufficiently to find his- 
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tory an effective method of expresuon; ap to 
the present time it has been recounted chiefty 
in the patriotic poetry of Giosui Carducci and 

■Gabriele D'Annunzio. 

The first coHeclioR of Spanish sources was 
not the work of Spaniards^ but of the itioerant 

V English scholar, Robert Beal (d. 1601). who 
published his 'Rerum hispanicariim scrip- 
lores' in IS79-81. Nearly two centuries later 
i. A. C. Bertodano produced his extensive col- 
ection of sources on diplomatic history (1740- 
52). The great national collection of sources, 
however, was not begun until the middle of the 
19th century when Pidal, Salvi and others 

, staned the 'Coleccion de documentos iniditoi 

.para la historia de Espagiia,' which was com- 
pleted in 112 voluioes (1842-95). In addition, 
the Royal Academy of Histor^y at Madrid hai 
been publishing source matenal since 13S1 in 
the collection entitled 'Memorial hist6rica es- 
pafiol.' Spain found her great national his- 
torian in Modesto Lafuente (1806-66J, His 
nuHiumenlal 'Historia general de Espaiia,' 

*which was intended to be a continuation of Ma- 
riana, appeared in 30 volumes from 1850.^7, aod 
was continued after his death by J. Valera. 

The sources of Austrian histon- were not 
only collected in the Gemsn 'Monuiaenta,' 

.where the great scholar, Theodor Sicket, ren- 
dered valu^le editorial assiitance, but also in 
separate national ccdiections, the 'Ponies remm 
Austriacamm,' published since 1849 by the Vi- 
enna Academy, and the new edition of Bofa- 
mer's 'Regesta imperii,' edited by Ficher since 
1877 at Innsbruck. The great national narra- 
tive history of Austria was Arneth's monu- 
mental work on the times of Maria Theresa, 
while KJopp has recalled the imperial heroes of 
the Thirty Years' War and conducted an attaA 
on Frederick the Great. 

In Bohemia, Czech nationalism did not initi- 

. ate interest in histoty as in other European 
states, but rather history aroused nationalism 
in the first instance. To .the vigorous patriot- 
ism of F, Palacky's 'History of Bohemia,* 
more than to any other source, the modem 
Czech national spirit owes its origin. The 
soutres of Bohemian history have been collected 
by the ^eaiest of Bohemian historical scholars. 
Anion Gindley, and are entitled 'Monumenta 
Historiie Bohemica' (1864-90). The Hunga- 
rian government has been publishing the 'Mon- 
umenta HtinganK historic^* at Budapest since 
1857, and Hungary has found in Fessler and his 
conlinuators its national historians. Poland has 
published two large collections of sources, and 
Lelewel and Szajnocha have reminded the Poles 
of iheir ancient splendor and power. The ob- 
scurantism of Czardom has prevented the de- 
velopment of historical scholarship in Russia, 
a loss to Russia which can be appreciated by a 
survey of the fp'cat work of the exile, Vinogra- 
doff. Karamsm's antiquated history present* 
an apology for the absolutism and Oriental cul- 
ture of the early czars, while the more recent 
and scholarly work of Soloviev defends the in- 
troduction of Western culture by Peter the 
GreaL Further, it should not be forgotten that 
both Belgium and Holland are represented t^ 
extensive collections of sources and able oa- 
tional historians. Belgian enlhusiasm for the 
collection of sources of na^onal history began 
with the aitainment of independence in 1830. 



The great national collection is the 'Collection 
de cbroniques Beiges inidites,' published in, 
111 volumes at Brussels since 1836. The 'So- 
ciety d'imulation de Bruges,' published be- 
tween 1839 and 1864 the 56 volumes of the 
'Recueil de chroniques, chartes, et autres docu- 
ments concemant fhistoire et les antiquites de 
la Flandre occidentale.* In addition Wauters 
has edited the great collection of communal 
charters and Gacfaard has edited the foreign 
archives of the period since the 15th century. 
The great Catholic and Belgian counter-blast 
to Motley's work, as well as to that of Prin- 
sterer, was ccuitained in the work of Lettenfaove 
on the 16th century. He condemned William 
the Silent and his Protestant supporters i 



party. His somewhat chauvinistic and ob- 
scurantic work has been superseded by the 
admirable critical works of Fr£dirica and 
Pirenne. While Holland has not provided as 
complete a collection of national sources at 
Belgium, the Historical Society of Utrecht has 
been pubiif^ing important sources since 1863 — 
the 'Werken uilgegev«n door het Historisch 
Genootschap tc Utrecht* — and Prinsterer has 
edited the voluminous archives of the House of 
Orange, In 1902 a royal commission of the 
most eminent Dutdi historians was appointed 
to arran^ for the systematic publication of the 
manuscript sources of the history of Holland. 
The most enthusiastic Dutch nationalistic nar- 
rative history was that by Prinsterer in which 
Protestantism and the House of Orange received 
thdr vindication and eulogy. This has now 
been rendered obsolete by the scholarly mono- 
graphs of Fruin, the greatest of Dutch his- 
torians, and by the accurate and well-balanced 
general history of Blok. The Scandinavian 
nations have not been unproductive in the field 
of national historiography. The sources have 
been collected in the following series : the 
'Scriptores rerum Danicarum medii xvi,* edited 
by Langebek and his successors; Ae 'Diplo- 
malarium Norvegicum,> edited by Lange; and 
the 'Scriptores rerum Suedcarum,' eaited by 
Geijer and his associates. The nationalistic his- 
torical narrative was introduced in Denmark 
by Worsaae; in Norwaj' by Keyser and Munch; 
and in Sweden by Geijer, Carlson and Fryxell. 
These works have been succeeded by the more 
recent and scholarly national histories of Steen- 
slrup on Denmark; Sars on Norway; and 
Hjarne on Sweden. If there were available 
space it would be easy to demonstrate the very 
great, if not determining, influence of the study 
of the glories of their national past upon the 
rise of the national aspirations of the Balkan 
peoples since 1S20. The well-known influence 
of Alexandra Xinopol's 'Hisloire des Rou- 
mains de la Dacie Trajane* upon Roimianian 
nationalism Is but a typical illustration of the 
fertility of such an investigation. 

Surely, no accotmt of the interrelation of 
nationality and historiography in piodern times 
would be complete wilnout some referencs"te' 
the national historiography of Judaism and 
Zionism. The rise of Jewish nationalism in 
the last century was intimately related to the 

Jeneral development of nationality in Europe 
uring that period. This stimulated Jewish 
national spirit, both by the direct influence of 
imitation and through the persecution of the 
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Jews, as a result of the growing chauvinism 
throughout coniinenial Europe after 1870. The 
relation of this growth of Jewish national senti- 
ment to the remarkable development of the in- 
terest of the Jews in their national history is 
readily apparent. Historical societies were 
formed in all the leading modern states — the 

, *Soc;ii6 des Eludes juives," founded in 1880: 
the Historical Commission of the "Union of 
German-Jewish Congremitions,* appointed in 
1885; *The American Jewish Historical So- 
ciety,* created in 1892; and The English Jew- 
ish Historical Society,* founded in 1895. TTiese 
societies have done valuable work in compiling 
sources of Jewish history and in arousing in- 
terest in its study. Especially to be noted is 
the 'Regesten zur Gcschichte der Juden im 
franldschen und deutschen Reich e bis mm 
Jahre 1273,' published by the German Jewish 
Historical Commission since 1387. Including 
an account of the Jewish persecutions in the 
medixval period, it has tended to arouse tfaeir 
national resentment at past, as well as present, 
oppression. The Jews have also been stirred 
by the work of a great national historian, Hein- 

,nch Graeir (1817-91). Isaac M. Jost (179J- 
1860), in bis 'History of the Israelites,' and 
his 'History of Judaism.* had surveyed the 
history of the Jews, but he was too liberal, 
rationalistic and imijartial a writer to serve as 
a truly national historian. Widely different 
was the work of Graelz, sometimes called the 
Jewish Treitschke. Conservative and generally 
orthodox, and fired with a warm enthusiasm 
for the past and future oi his people, Graetz 
traced in an eloqueat manner the history of 
the Jews from their origins to 1848, laying 
special stress upon their literary and spintual 
development, in other words, upon the elements 
which contributed the most to the development 
and persistence of their national culture. 
Graelz's work was especially in line with the 
development of 'Zionism,' for he insisted that 
the true Messiah was the national spirit of the 
Jewish people and he discouraged further delay 
through awaiting the coming of a personal 
Messiah. In adaition to the general history of 
Graelz, there should be mentioned the many 
histories dealing in a comprehensive fashion 
with the history of the Jews in the different 
European slates. 

In connection with this brief summary of the 
reaction of nationalism upon historiography in 
Europe some passing reference shoulabe made 
to the growth and accumulation of archival 
material and its accessibility to students. The 
development of the national stales and their ad- 
ministrative bureaucracies led to a great amount 
of administrative "red tape' and to the growth 
of fixed diplomatic correspondence. From 
these sources a rich storehouse of historical 
material had accumulated in the national, eccle- 
siastical and private archives by 1800, Before 
thei could be generally useful to historians, 
however, the sources in the archives had to be 
classified and centralized and made public to 
creditable historians. In the matter of central- 
ization and classification of archival material 

» France has taken the lead, due chiefij- to the 
large number of highly- trained archivists pro- 
vided by L'ficole des Charles, At the present 
time only England is exceedingly_ backward 

• among the European stales in providing for a 
sysiematic arrangement and classification of its 



archival material. In the same way that na- 
tional pride and competition led to the compila- 
tion of the great source collections of national 
history, it forced the several European states at 
various dates during the 19th century to open 
the national archives to historical scholars. In 
addition, the liberal-minded Pope, Leo Kill, 
opened the Vatican archives in 1881 and secu- 
lar scholars for the' first -t))ne had the privilege 
of examitiing the treasures that Baronins had 
made use of. Even at the present time, how- 
ever, complete freedom is not accorded any- 
where in the use of archival material, scholars 
bein^ excluded from the more recent documents. 
For mstance, the Vatican archives are accessible • 
only to 1815, those of France to 1830 and those 
of England to 1867. In America^scholars like 
Gaillsrdguntare !aboni^To~i)ItrThe arSiiTal 
matenaTorTfieTJnited States upon the same 
higlijlliuUL that it has reached in most European 
countries. — 

The United States has never provided a/ 
great official collection of the sources of its tia- 
tional history comparable to those prepared by 
the European countries. This has been due in 
part to the particularism inherent in the Amer- 
ican Federal system and in part to the fact that 
the American central government has been too 
much absorbed in the details of routine legisla- 
tion to be able to concentrate its attention on 
the furthering of intellectual interests. The 
true American counterpart of the movement of 
collecting sources of national history, which 
was associated in Europe with the names of 
Pertz, Gutzot, Nicolas, Hardy and Stubbie is 
to be foimd in the j-ajhsiLj^thetic msmtLSit 
Peter Force (1790-1855) to obtain a^j^le 
gov^riimenf support for his "Ame^fan 
Archives," which were designed' to constitute 
a Complete collection of the sources of the his- ' 
lory of the United States from the period of 
discovery to the formation of the constitution. 
Its psychological and historical affinity with ' 
the European movement is clearly indicated 



by Foixe's statement of his a 



The under- 



taking in which we have embarked is, e 
cally. a national one ; national in its scope ano 
object, its end and aim," After a painful proc- 
ess of protracted importuning. Force received 
a Federal appropriation which allowed him to 
begin publishing his "Archives" in 1837, but the, 
government aid was soon withdrawn and the 
pubhshed material was but an insignificant frac- 
tion of what it had been planned to include. 
Owing lo the fact that American historical 
scholarship was then a generation behind that 
of Europe, Force was primarily a hard-work- 
ing antiouarian compiler rather than a scholarly 
editor like Peru. Wailz, Mignet, Gufrard, 
Hardy br Siubhs. and the national loss from 
the cessation of his work was infimtelyless than 
would have been occasioned by a discontinuance 
of the * Rolls Series.* the "Monumenta" or the 
"Documents Infdits." The collections which 
have been made have been primarily the 
result of the enterprise of individuals, 
publishing companies and the historical 
of the ■ several commonwealths. 
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between 1834 and'TSJB. "The most ambTHbus at- 
tempt to make a thorough collection was the 
worle of Mr. H ubert H owe Bancroft in the last* 
half of the l9!IrTElifiriy,""InIirr5^ffienng of the 
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sources of the history of the Pacific States. Un- 
fortunately, he did not follow the example of 
Stein and secure the aid of a Pert: 

to his own untrained guidance the 

the project, with the result that the woHc 
lacked in critical scholarship and careful edit- 
ing. An incomparably more scholarly work was 
die co-ojjeialixe h istory ^ of the cplflnizatron of 
Ameiicai_£ditid30ustiB--Wli)5or. but, fliough 
this contained much source material, it was 
primarily a narrative work giving a critical re- 
view of the sources rather tBan including them. 
Parallel with this movement went the publica- 
tion of source material by the various common- 

• wealths in the vast collections of colonial rec- 
ords and archives, but in the great majority of 
cases these collections were prepared by eru- 
dite antiquarians rather than bv men trained 
as critical historical editors, and there was no 
uniformity in the methods employed. Some of 
these state colie ctions have , however, Seen of 
a v6"^:3iKEZ[o£^~'tEe~mosi notable being, 
perhaps, the eictensive series dealing with the 
exploration and settlement of the middle West 
by Reuben G. Thwaites of Wiscony n. Another 

' mode of collectjnK sources was extiibited in the 
editions of the messages and papers of the 
presidents and the writings of the chief states- 
1 by numerous scholars, which have varied 



■ C. Ford, James Franklin JamesonJ'»uI — _,— 
te^Fcfd and Gaillard Hunt are to be found the 
equals of Periz, Waiiz, Guizot or Stubbs. The 
great defect has been the lack of concerted 
planning and continued and adequte govern- 
ment aid. Promising bc^nings la the right 

(direction are to be seen in W. C ford's edi- 
tion of the 'Jou rnals of the 'CbniinetUaL^on' 
gress' and the sChOlarlt-producliuSjLtheiar- 
dCgfe Institution under Dr. J»Hjcson s. direc- 
tion. John Bas^s?tt Moore has la^rcd with 
alinost ffenedictine patience and productivity 
in the preparation of his monumental seriea 

/dealing with the documentary history of diolo - 
mftcy. There also AouTdTe mentioned the mon- 
umental collection of sources dealing with the 
hi story of labor in America which has been 

. pr^ared by f I'al cssor Commons and his asso- 
ciates- Miss Adelaide Mas si hSs Bcgiin ¥n'"ln- 
valuaEIe~5eries ol volumes" desc rihing and classi- 
fying the s Qurces for American economic alid 
soc ^il his tory wHJch are available "liTtHe piIHic 
docuBIBins of the various commonwealths. On 
the whole, however, the United States has been 
incomparably dermqueni in the thorough and 
scholarly collection of the sources of its na- 

' tional history, and it cannot seek refuge be- 
hind any assertion that this has been due to a 
kck of rabid nationalistic emotions. 

If this country has not kept abreast of Eu- 
ropean development in the editorial aspect of 
national historiography, it can lay claim to hav- 
ing produced historians enthused with as ardent 
a patriotism as fired a Treitschke, a Michelet or 
a Froude. Natiotialis min American historiog- 
rapfajt has, naturally, centred niaTnly" ahou't the 
romantic period of c olonizati on and the strug- 
gle for American ind efienden ce, and American 



historians have surrounded this period with the 
halo given to the early national history of Ger- 
but trusted many and France 1^ Johannes Miiller and 
Oiateaubriand. The c hief figur e in the crea- 
tion of this national eitic of migration and de- 



early 



s and florid democracy in the *thin 



through the period of the Federal Constitutional 
Convention represented the process of coloniza- 
tion as the flight of brave spirits from oppres- 
sion, chai^cterized the Apierican Revolution as 
a crusade of wholly virtuous aiid_d^inTcresie3 
pSTrtoB ih-BeB S If of Uie n b - ert iesofoVnized hu- 
manity, described the Amej^ican constitu tion as 
the creation of a group of unique mental giants. 
never before equalled and not to be"maTcnea at 
any later epoch, and regarded their work as 
even more notable than its makers. The pa- , 
thetic inaccuracy of all of his major premises 
can only be appreciated by a careful perusal of 
the scholarly treatment of the same topics tiy 
Beer, Vantyne. M. C, Tyler. OsgoodLAJvfljd, - 
AnareWsrTisher; FarVaild" aniTBeaiarandthe 
duiiagc'doiie to proper perspective in American 
history by his works has been almost incalcula- 
ble and irreparable. The myth was perpetuated 
in Palfrey's long Puritan apology and was 
repeatedm a less vigorous form in Mr. LQJge's 
discussion of the English colonies in America. 
From his pride in American exploits in behalf 
of liberty and democracy. Motley was encour- 
aged do study tbe analogous movement among 
the Dutch, when they rebelled against Spanish 

granny and estabKshed a republic Francis 
arkman, turning from the Anglo-Saxon fiho^ 
bi^ of Bancroft, first gave full credit to the ' 
work of France in colonizing the New World. 
He found that the record of heroism had not 
been wholly monopolized by the English and 
German colonists. While Parkman had turned 
bis attention to the French in the North and 
West, William H. Prescolt found his theme in . 
the conquest and colonization of Central and , 
South America by the Spanish, and in a bril- 
liant description of the splendor of the native 
American civilizations of Mexico and Peru. 
Mahan, enthused by the exploits of the small 
American navy in the wars of the Revolution 
and 1812, was encouraged to make a study of 
the influence of naval supremacy upon the his- • 
toty of the past. Few works have been more 
influential in stimularing the disastrous growth 
of modem armaments. The period of cement- 
ing the national union through the^ffons of the 
Federalists was rforified in the worCTbf HD" 
dmh'a ndTohn Church Hamilton; and fhe'mess- 
mgs ot the *pure" democracy of the Jacksonian 
epoch were set forth in the essays and addresses 
of Bancroft, who helieved thai he detected the 
very "roice of God" in the acclaim of Jackson's ^ 
followers: Roosevelt described _fhe process 
of American expansion westward with the buoy- 
'the 



ant and ill-concealed pride of an admire 
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West and an ardent patriot and national im* 
perialist. Von Hoist beheld in the stnigele 
over slaveiy one more great epiBode in that 
eternal conRict between right eousaess and 
iniquity. Professor Burge ss saw in the suc- 
cess of the North in the Civil War, not only a 
justiiication of his own natio nalistic p pljtical 
j^ilosophy, but also a sure" manifestation of 
Teut onic genius i n the field of political unifica- 
tion ihd organisation. On the whole, however, 
by the time that the achievements of the Qvil 
War and Reconstruction periods had come to 
be subjects for historical analysis the objective 
scholarship of the critical and erudite school had 
begun to prevail and ihe "American epic* 
passed, to be preserved only in the school texts 
of succeeding generations. Th e tasic of 
r ationalizing the "Bancroftian epic " and adap t- 

■ ing It to the prevaning tendencies of the lattfer 
part of the 19th century fell to the philos- 

' oj*er-historian, J ohn Fiske (1842-1901). By 
his amiable S^eiicenan rationalism and his 
eulogy of the nse of the middle class he best 
summed up tibe prevailing spirit of the educated 
Americans of his time, and by his lively and 
attractive style and his primary concern with 
the period of discoveiy, colonization and revo- 
lution he attracted a following which probably 

' entitled him to the position of the popular 
national historian of ttie last generation. He 
was the pro^et^f licJieaLsrain, t he jn terp re - 
tation of A nglo-Ame rican rejaiions which re- 
plaSe'd'thePiiritan and American epic of Ban- 
croft by an account of the rise and triumph 
of the middle class in both &igland and 

' America — "a n epic o f the English-speak ing 
Peoples.' He' was Si Tully cohvTifled as Bur- 

?eS»-of the supreme political capacity of the^ 
'entonic branch of the "Aryans." He held 
that the first instance of SSn^j^overnmenl-^h 
T»rnri]i'i\ histoTy was lo be seen, in the-Teiitonic 
village-commimity. which was an 'inheritance 
from pre-historic Aryan antiquity,' and he be- 
lieved that "American history descends in un- 
broken continuity from the days when stout 
Arminius in the forests of northern Germany 
successfully defied the might of imperial Rome.* 
Fi^e, however, stressed the element of liberty 
as the surest criterion of poliliear capacity 
rather than the aspect of order and' authority 
v^ch Tound favor with Burgess. England 
tinder Gladstone seemed far oetter adapted 
. than Germany under Bismardc for furnishing 
an edifying example of the attainment of com- 
plete political liber^ and the then popular 
theory of a wholly Teutonic England was an 
eihnic arKument in favor of such an under- 
taking. Therefore, instead of conducting the 
muse of liberty directly from Ihe "German 
forest primeval* to the Federal Constitutional 
Convention of 1787 Fiske arranged a detour in 
her migration to the new world whicji would 
guide her to America by the way of the 
•Glorious Revolution of 1688,» in which, as the 
work of the English "bourgeoisie,* "freedom 
both political and religious was estabhshed on 
so firm a foundation as never a^in to be 
shaken, never again with impunity to be 
threatened, so long as the language of Locke 
and Milton and Sydney shall remain a livine 
speech on the lips of men." Working hand 
hand with Georgc^t)o Trevelrafl, he tried 
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He pictured it as the work of Whigs on both 
sides of Ae Atlantic in the heroic effort to 
check and crush the autocratic tendencies of a 
Tory squirearchy and the unconstitutional 
tryanny of a "German King,* and to preserve 
for the world the liberties embodied in the 
BiU of Rights. He dwelt with pride upon the 
eslabltshment of the American Federal Repub- 
lic and regarded it as the great contribution 01 
the Western Hemisphere to the solution of 
political problems, by reconciling the liberty of 
the New England town-meeting with the exist- 
ence of large political aggregates. He cflP- 
le mplated with unmixed- jl£a&ure the progress 
of fli e mtgaie cTass jn ila coljlica] ancf eco'n&mic 
conquest ot the American contineiit lii the I9th 
centun-, and. just before his death at the open- 
ing of the 20Hi, he was deeply ^tified to see 
his own country at last assume its part of the 
■whijt^niap's burden* by the retention of the 
Phi|ji)oiiies. Not at all a militarist, he looked 
upon this as a most significant step in that pro- 
cess of bringing the world under the peaceful 
dominion of "Qie two great branches of die 
En^irfi race which have the mission of estab- 
lishing throughout the larger part of the earth 
a hi^er civilization and a more permanent 
poliacal order than any that has gone before." . 
Even the more progressive Latin American ^ 
States have begun to produce extensive collec- 
tions of ibe sources of their national history. 
The *Documentos para la Historia Argentina,* 
which have been edited by L. M. Torres and 
the faculty of philosophy and letters of the 
National University of Buenos Aires since 
a typical example of this process. 
net result of the growth of nationality 
id of nationalism upon historiography has 
been greatly varied and a mixed blessing. Its 
fortunate results have been, above all, the pro* 
vi^on of great collections of source material 
which would otherwise never have been made 
available and the training of many excellent f 
historians in the process of the compilation and 
editing of the sources. The deplorable effects 
have centered about the creation of a dangei^ 
ous bias of patriotism, which not only prevented* 
a calm, objective and accurate handling of his- 
torical facts, even by hiji^ly trained historians, 
but also contributed in no small degree to die 
great increase in chauvinism which led to the 
calamity of 1914. The responsibility of the 
nationaiistic historians in this regard has been 
well stated by Prof. H. Morse Stephens, pr^ I 
ably the most thorough student of this particu- 
lar subject: "Woe unto us! professional his- 
torians, professional historical students, pro- 
fessional teachers of history, if we cannot see 
written in blood, in the t^ng civilization of 
Europe, the dreadful resuh of exaggjerated 
nationalism as set forth in fhe patriotic his- 
tories of some of the most eloquent historians 
of the 19th century.* It would be fortunate, 
indeed, if this were all, but for every patriot 
made by a Treitschkc, a Michelet, a Froude or 
a Bancroft, hundreds have been enthused by 
the petty chauvinism of the third-rate text- 
book compilers who have imitated their bias 
without their literary virtues. The nature and 
eSecl of these textbooks upon the past genera- 
tion has been indicated for this country by 
Mr. Charles Altschul and for France and Ger- 
many by Dr. J. F. Scott England has not 
fallen behind any of these nations in this re- 
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spwt Some opdmisni for the future may, how- 
ever, be discovered in the fact that there is an 
ever greater tendency for the textbook writing 
to be handed over to reliable and relatively 
tinbiased professional historians. 

It should bt pointed out in passing that the 
teal for collectine; historial source material was 
not limited to the sources of secular history. In 
the same way that the gathering of the sources 
of national history was b^fun by Duchesne in 
the 17th century, so activity in collecting the 
sources of eccle^astical history was initiated 
at this same period and has been continued to 
the present time. The first complete collection 
of the writines of the Cbnrch Fathers was 
gathered ana published by Mi|^e in 382 
volumes between 1S44 and 1864. While, 

•like Bancroft's 'History of the Pacific 
States,' it was a publisher's rather than a 
scholar's enterprise, it has been of immense 
value to students. The failure of Migne 
to use the best texts in all cases has led to the 
attempt to produce better collections of Patristic 
literature. Since 1866 the Vienna Academy has 
been publi shine a carefully edited collection of 
the writings of the Latin Fathers, and in 1897 
the Berlin Academy began to issue an edition 
of the Greek Fathers. The collection of ma- 
terial dealing with the lives and deeds of the 
saints, which was begun by Bolland in the 
middle of the 17th century, is still in progress. 
A collection of the acts of the Church councils 
I^ Labbe and Cossart appeared in the latter 
half of the 17th century end was continued by 
Etienne Baluie in 1683. In 1685 Jeap Har- 
douin started a new collection, and in the 
middle of the 18th century Mansi compiled the 
largest of all collections of the councils, a 
new edition of which is now appearing in Paris. 
At the same time that Mansi was pre^ring 
his collection of conciliar material Mainardi 
published the collection of papal bulls. In the 
latter half of the 19th century Jaff* and 
Potlhast produced scholarly collections of papal 
■Regesta" to the year 1304, and Kehr is now 
engaged in the publication of the latest and 
most complete compilation of this type of ma- 
terial. On the whole, the collections of source 
material for the history of the Church are 
fully equal if not superior to those for the 
secular history of Europe. 

5. The Rise of Modem Critical Hiitoricml 
Scholarship, — Professor Gooch. in his scholarly 
and informing account ortHc development of 
historiography in the 19th century, points out 
thai prior to the beginning of the last century 
historical science labored under four serious 
handicaps — the catastrophic theory of historical 
causation and the contempt for the mediaeval 
period, which had characterized the rationalist 
school; the absence of any extensive collection 
of original sources; the lack of critical methods 
in handling historical materials ; and the failure 
to provide for any systematic and competent 
teaching of the subject-matter or methods of 
hist^jtrf It has already been pointed out how 
the ( gom ant i cists" had corrected the faults of 
the rationalists by insisting upon the law of 
continuity in historical development and by 
looking upon the mediaeval period as the most 

'fruitful age for historical research"} and it has 
also been brieflj; shown how thd^wide of ex- 
uberant nationalism had led to the provision of 
magnificent collections of source material for 



the history' of every leading modem ttalion. It 
now remams to trace the rise of critical scholar- 
ship in the field of history and to show how 
critical methods were widely disseminated 
through the development of the professional 
teacher of history. 

It was shown above that the promising rise 
of critical methods in the use of historical ma- 
terials as an incident of humanism and ex- 
emplified in the work of Blondus, Beatas 
Rhenanus, Vadianus and Zurita had been 
checked and smothered in the fierce religious 
controversies of the period of the Reformation. 
By the latter part of the 17th century, however, 
the volume of polemic had tended to decline and 
it was ag^n possible to assume to some extent 
an objective attitude and to begin a dispassion- 
ate search for truth. This development of sci- 
entific historical method passed through two 
natural and normal stages ; first, the develop- 
ment of those auxiliary sciences, such as diplo- 
matic, chronology, palxography, epigraphy and 
lexicography, which would enable the historian 
to ascertairf the genuineness of a document; 
and, second, the growth of internal or interpre- 
tative criticism, whidi passes beyond the mere 
establishment of the authenticity of the docu- 
ment and examines into the degree of the credi- 
bility of its author. 

The first of the above steps in the growth of 
modem historical science was primarily the 
work' of (hose same Benedictine monks of the 
Congregation of Saint Maur who had been, so 
active in the preliminary period of the collec- 
tion of the sources of French history. Their 
priority in this movement seems to have been 
due to ^e fact that not being a militant order 
they did not have to appear as vigorous apolo- 
gists for Catholicism and that they also had the 
advantage over lay writers in not being com- 
pelled to glorify a particular city, province 
family or dynasty. In the quiet libraries of 
their monastery tney brought into existence an 
indispensable portion of the mechanism of the 
modem historian. 7" 
scholars of the Order 



critical m&TWIM" Of dete? , 

theBfidtM-^C-anOWffritS. To T67?'a _ 
tnrinn, PjiMhmrh, made a sweeping claim that 
many of (he documents upon which the Maur- 
isls had relied were worthless. MaUllon de- 
voted the next six years to the preparation of 
his reply, and in 1681 his opponent was crushed 
under the erudition of the 'De re diplomatica,* 
which remained the standard treatise on the 
subject until it was displaced in the present 
generation by the volumes of Sickel, Ficher 
and Girv. The basis of modem paleography 
and arcliseology was laid by Dom Bernard 
Monlfaucon (16SS-1741) in Ws 'Palseographia * 
graeca' and his "L'Antiquiti expliqufe et rep- 
resent^ en figures.' While a layman, Charles 
du Fresne Du Cange had founded historical 
irrirq a-ranhv in his 'Glossarium mcdix et tn- 
fimse lalinitatis' (1678), the BenctUctines left 
their impress upon this field in the famous re- 
vision of Da Gauge's woric by Dom Carpentier 
(1768). Finally, in a great co-operative work, 
begun by Dantine and Durand, and finished in 
1790 by Dom Oiment. 'L'Art de verifier lea 
dates,' chronology was at last taken from the 
hands of Eusebius and. Jerome and put on a 
scientific foundation. Of course, the Benedic- 
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tines did not limit their .efforts wholly to the 
perfecting of methods of research, but aitplied 
these methods in the production of voluminous 
works and source collections on Church and 
national history. The advance in scientific 
method which they brought into existence can 
scarcely be overestimated. Before this time 
there had either been no attempt to cite sources 
or the citations had been hopelessly confused ; 
there had been no general practice of estab- 
lishing the genuineness of a te«; and there 
had been no hesitancy in altering the text 
of a document to improve the style. Now docu- 
ments were searchinglv examined as to their 
authenticity, the text was quoted with exactness, 
and the citations were invariably included and 
given with scrupulous accuracy. It is, however, 
easily possible to overestimate the modernity of 
the Maurisls; they were as near to Tinneus as 
to Ranlce or Gardiner. Their critical methods 
were almost entirely limited to external or 

•textual criticism — to an examination of the 
genuineness of the document. They were 
greatly inferior to the school of Voltaire in 
examining the credibility of contemporary au- 
thorities and generally regarded the contents 
of an authentic primaiv source as entirely iden- 
tical with absolute trutn. Neither did ihe^ pos- 
sess anything of the romanticist conception of 
historical development and the continutiy and 
organic nature of cultural evolution. They 
were nearer to scientific antiquarians than to 
modem historians. Nor were they sceptical of 
ecclesiastical tradition. They labored under 
the pious opinion that the truth would sub- 
stantiate the contentions of the Church, but 
in reality .provided iheir rationalist contem- 
poraries and successors with a supply □£ 
scholarly information with which to rout the 
ecclesiastics. 

Almost identical in method with the Bene- 
dictines was the work of the Jansenist, Louis 
.Sebastian de Tillemont (1637-1698), on the his- 
tory of the Church and the Roman Empixe to 
600 A.D. His product was highly objective, 
being primarily a mosaic pieced together from 
sources which were selected to harmonize but 
were not altered. It was one of the earliest of 
modem historical igrorks to include a critical 
discussion of the principal sources for each 
period. His solid work, designed as a pillar 
of Christian doctrine, was one of the chief 
sources used by the sceptical Gibbon. A similar 
example of the new erudite methods was the 
researches into the history uf the Guelfs car- 
ried on by the German philosopher, Gottfried 
Wilhelm Leibniu (1646-1716) in his 'Annals 
of the House of Bmnswick' A step was taken 
towards the development of internal criticism 
by the great Italian, Muratori (1672-1750). 

. who made a number of advances over his mas- 
ter, Mabillon. He was as critical of miracles 
as Blondus and departed widely from the Bene- 
dicltne practice of regarding contemporary 
sources as infallible. The methods of Mabillon 
and Muratori were combined with some faint 
anticipation of the romanticist conception of 
historical development in Rapin Thoyras' (1661- 
1735) 'Histor:^ of England,' which long re- 
mained the chief source on the Continent for 
the history of 17lh century England. Finally, 



school published the most scholarly universal 
history since the humanist attempt in the 'En- 
neades' of Sabellicus. While thorou^ly pious 



authoritative a critic thaa Fueter *the first 
umyersal history worthy of the name." 

^Vliile Vadianus, Muratori and Thoyras had 
shown at least an embryonic power of criti- 
cizing the credibility of contemporary or •pri- 
mary," sources and documents, the real begin- 
ning of the searching internal criticism of his- 
torical documents must be assigned to the worle^ 
of the Jesui^l Having been put upon the de- 
fensive by tlieProtestanl onslaughts, they were 
compelled to examine the sources of ecclesias- 
tical history to discover what portion of the old 
traditions and legends would bear the test of 
scientific scrutiny. By tiiis means they hoped 
to eliminate the damaging criticism of the 
Church by Protestant historians who ridiculed 
the many crude and obviously false legends 
connected with the Catholic past. The chief 
example of this Jesuit criticism was then 



... . . _ . bearing on the lives of the v 

saints were arranged according to their age 
and authenticity. A much more healthy spirit 
of criticism was exhibited t^ Pierre E^yle 
(1647-1706) in his 'Historical and Critical Dic- 
tionary' and in his criticism of the history of 
Calvinism by MaimbourR. Bayle took espedal 
delight in pointing out the ^rave discrepancies 
between the views and opinions of contem- 
porary; authorities and did not hesitate to ex- 
tend his methods to the examination of "^sacred" 
history. Since the period of humanism the his- 
torians of classical antiquity had been regarded 
with a reverent confidence second only to the 
"Fathers." Valla had questioned some asser- 
tions of Livy, but it was left for Louis de 
Beaufort (d. 1795) in his 'Dissertation sur 
rincertitude des cinq premiers sidles de This- 
toire romaine,' to prove that the divergence in 



authorities indicated that the history of Rome 
before the third century B.C rested almost 
wholly on legendary material. The work of 
Beaufort maiked a break with humanism in 
attitude and method as well as in style. The 
most obscure member of this critical school, 
but perhaps the ablest historian before Niebuhr 
was Jean Baptiste Dubos (1672-1740). HU 
'Hisloire critique de I'^stablissement de la 
monarchie francaise dans les Gaules' was the 
first attempt to turn the new critical methods 
upon the study of institutions. In as objective 
a spirit as that exhibited by Ranke he examined 
the documentary sources for the early history 
of France and anticipated Fauriel and Clou- 
langes in. proving that the Merovingians had 
merely adapted and not displaced Roman cul- 
ture in Gaul. He also anticipated the roman- 
ticists in possessing a grasp upon the concep- 
tion of the gradu^ and organic development 
of civilization which was vastly superior to the 
catastrophic theory of the contemporaiy ration- 
alists. In this respect he marked an aavance in 
the direction of Moser, Less critical, but more 
truly historical was the 'History of Osnabriick' 
by Justus Moser (1720-94), regarded 'by many 
as the first real constitutional history, in 
that it showed the manner in which political 
develop out of the deeper social 
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and ecoAMnic : forces in ' the life «£ a siMc 
It was a discii^e oi Moser, Barthold Geoi^s 
Nicbubr (1776-1331), who is comrentioiUilly re- 
garded as the creator of modem historiography, 
but if the foregoing discussions have jhown 
anything they have proved that no single fiec- 
sonality or school can be r^^rded as having 
brought into existence the totality of modem 
historical science. Niebuhr, a Dane called to 
the new University of Berlin bv Humboldt in 
1810, is Mie of the best examples of this tend- 
ency to ^ntliesize the progressive methods 
of his predecessors. He was influenced by 
Savigny's romanticism in the study o£ the 
evolution of legal and political institutions. 
He followed Mdser in his profound conception 
• of the development of political institutions. 
Finally^ he applied to the sources of early Ro- 
man mstory the critical methods which had 
been adopted by Wolf in his epoch-making 
studies of the authorship of the Homeric poems. 
His 'Roman History' was the first book to 
combine the best of the newer critical methods 
with the constructive principles of synthetic in- 
stitutional history, and it was the diief source 
of inspiration for the historical work of his 
greater successors, Leopold von Ranke and 
Theodor Mommsen, 

Von fiattte (1795-1886) first became inter- 
ested in history through his studies in classical 
literature, the mflueuce of romanticism and the 
reading of Niebuhr. His immediate activity as 
a historian was initiated by his discovery of 
the wide divergence between the accounts of 
the events of the 15th century in Italian his- 
tory as presented by the leading contemporary 
aulWrities. This led to the puflicalit^ in 1824 
of his 'History of the RomarKe and Germanic 
Peoples, 1494-1535.' Its most simificant por- 
tion was the appendix, entidedv'Zur Kritik 
neuerer Geschichlschreiber,' and devoted to an 
analysis of the sources of information for the 
period that he had covered. This did for in- 
ternal and inierpretalive criticism what Mabil- 
lon's treatise on diplomatic had done for ex- 
terna] criticism, or the critical study of texts, 
It was Ranke's great contribution to historical 
method to hav<; insisted that the historian must 

not only use g^TirlK rnnlptnpnrary iniirf^;; nf 
T information, ^ut must also make a thorough 
SlnUy of the personality, 'tendencies' and ac- 
tivities of the author to determine as far as 
possible the personal equation in his record of 
events. There were two more fundamental 
characteristics in the historical mechanism of 
Ranke, namely, the conception derived from the 
romanticists tiia^ every nation and age is domi- 
nated by a prt«alcnt set of ideas, designated by ' 
' Ranke, the •Kcitpeist," and the doctrine that the' 
historian must view the past wholly freed tiont 



ejeii^His deiWts TiaveTeen pomtcd out by 
later writers as the failure to exhaust the 
sources available for any subject upon which he 
wrote and a primary concern with political 
events and dominating personal! des to the 
neglect of the more fundamental facts of 
economic and social, and even'of political, life. 
While he ranged over the entire history of 
Europe and the world and left an enduring 
mark upon every field, it was his contributions 
to historical methods and teaching which were 
mainly significant for the growth of historiog- 



raphy. To historical method he contributed 
primarily through his formulation of the prin- 
ciples of internal criticism and his insistence 
upon entire objectivity in the treatment of the 
past. His infiuence upon historical scholarship 
through his leachins was probably greater than 
through the exempuficatioa of his methods in 
his written works. That fundamental instru- 
ment for the advancement of historical scholar- 
ship in the academic worid^ — the Historical 
Soninar — was foimded by Ranke in 1833 and * 
itTervtd to train not only the leading German 
historians, but historical students from all over 
the world who came to serve in the historical 
laboratory which he maintained during the 
period of half a century. When Ranke became 
too aged to conduct his seminar with effective- 
ness, his greatest pupil, George Waitz, adopted 
the methods of his master at the Universi^ of* 
Goltingen, where nearly every leading medixval- 
ist of the last generation received at least a 
part of his training. 

W|th th^ ""'•y "^"'"V t**" fniinrlnli.M nf , 

T^:?°TJM"L"'iiiiigLr JwiJulBifii^" j 

Tto progress ^nee nis time nas consisted pri- 
marily m a further refinement of critical meth- 
ods and their general dissemination among a 
continually growing body of historical scholars. 
This progressive expansion of scientific his- 
torical scholarship has been in part the result 
of the direct imitatiou of Ranke's methods by 
his students and in part the 9utgrowth in every 
COlmtry of those same preliminary conditions 
and developments which made the work of 
Ranke possible. 

In Germany the growth of the critical school 
of historiography was primarilv the result of 
the work of Ranke. Among his pupils were * 
Kbpke, Jafli. Waits;, Giesebrecht and Von Sybel' 
who perpetuated the methods of their master in 
their own, writings and teaching. Waitz prob- 
ably sur^ssed Ranke in the thoroughness and 
exactnjis of his scholarship. The existence of 
independent sources of the new scholarship is 
best seen in the case of Mommsen, who was 
a product of the same general circumstances 
that made the work of Ranke possible, and 
who fully equalled Ranke in the field of schol- 
arship. In the generation since Droysen, 
Trettschke and Svbel, the works of the younger 
contributors to German history have shown 
1 more- perfectly the objectivity of Ranke and 
have eliminated the errors due to the rabid 

Etriotism of their predecessors, Moriz Ritter- 
s produced the most detailed and scholarly 
L- treatmelit of the Thirty Years' War and the 
; events of the Counter- Reformation. Bernhard 
' Erdmannsddrffer has dealt with i^eat scholar- 
ship and candor with the period from the 
Thirtv Years' War to the accession of Fred- 
erick the Great and has rejected Droysen 's 
laiidatory picture of the early Hohenzollerns . 



and their "mission.* R. Koser, in what is 
probably the most scholarly biographical pro- 
duct of modem critical historiography, has re- 
moved from Frederick the Great the halo with 
which he was adorned by Droysen and Carlyle. 
The period from Jena to the Revolution of 1348 
has been studied by Hans Delbruck, Max Leh- 
mann and F. Meinecke with much greater fair- 
ness, poise and scholarship than was exhibited 
by Treitschke. Erioh Marcks and Max Lenz 
have removed from Bismarck die 'Sunday 
clothes" with which he was dressed by Sybel 
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and have laid bare his policies and intrigues. 
Alfred Stern is engaged upon what is by far 

fthe most exhaustive and scholarly history of 
Europe in the 19th century. Further, the influ- 
ence of the ficole des Chartes in improving the 
exact methods of handling documents has been 
evident in the Germanies in the work of such 
men as Sickel and the foundation of the Vienna 
Historical Institute in 1854. The general nature 
of German historical scholarship as exemtdified 
in the adoption of critical methods is best ob- 
servable in the co-operative work edited by 

■ W. Oncken, *AlIgemeine Gesehichte in Einiel- 
darstellungen' ; and in the 'Jahrbiicher der 
deutschen Gesehichte,' which has been in pro- 
cess of pablidation by the Historical Commis- 
sion of the Munich Academy since 1862. The 
most erudite and complete synthesis of scien- 
tific historical methodology ever prepared has 
been produced by E, Bemheim, though G. Wolf 

'has more recently made a creditable contribu- 
tion to this field. The discussion of the ap- 
SKcation of this new critical scholarship to the 
eld of German political history should not 
cause one to lose sight of the fact that equal 

Erogress has been made in -the field of Church 
istory since the days of the Centurians. In- 
terest in this subject was revived by Neander 
in the first half of Hie 19th centunr. In the 
work of Hinschius, Richter and Sohm on the 
canon law; Hauck's history of the German 
Church; the labors of Hefele and Hergen- 
rother on the councils; Pastor's history of the 
Popes of the 'Renaissance"; Harnack's monu- 
mental history of Christian dogma, and Kraus' 
history of Christian art, are to be seen works 
which rank with the best products of critical 
political historiography. 

The growth of critical historical scholarship 
in France owed something to German influences 
and some of the leading French historians, such 
as Monod, were traiaedby the German masters, 
but on the whole the progress of historical 
scholarship in France has been primarilj' ; 



Guizot and his'~~associates. While Guizot never 
, equalled Ranke with respect to exact scholar- 
ship or productivity he was far superior to 
Ranke in analysis and more capable and active 
as an editor, and his influence in stimulating 
historical scholarship in France was fully com- 
parable to that e>.erted by Ranke in Germany. 
The precise scholarship of Waitz found its 
first French counterpart in the works of 
, Francois Mignet, which foreshadowed modern 
French historiography, not only by their high 
critical standards, but also by their almost un- 
canny powers of causal analysis and ihei: 

i_v,. ,..-:j:^. :_ exposition. '^'" — 

icai method) 

.. individual, __ _.. 

many, but to the labors of many scholars 
and teachers in the greatest of die world's 
schools for the training of histoi ' - ■ -■ 



at last been put to rest The finest r^resenta- 
tive collection of French historical scholarship 
is to be found in the co-operative 'Histoire 
^^raie' edited by Lavisse and Rambaud and 
— the *Histoire de France' edited by Lavisse.* 
forbids more than a brief e 



fined methods of 



which bet 
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L'fieole des Chartes, 

s work in 1829. The names of 
Delisle, Guerard. Monod. Luchaire, Molinier, 
•Giry and Viollet are indicative of the quality 
of work produced by the institution. In 
Aulard, France possesses a scholar whose de- 
> tailed and masterly knowledge of a brief period 
of national history can be equalled among the 



Space forbids more than a brief enumer 

of some of the leading members of this r 

generation of French scholars who have made 
the most notable contributions to historical 
knowledge. C. Jullian has carried the methods of 
his master, Coulanges, into a thorough survey 
of ancient Gaul under the Roman Empire. A. 
Berthelot has distinguished himself by studies in 
the later Roman Empire and the beginnings of 
mediaeval Europe, G. Bloch has contriliuted some 
striking monographs on the transition from Ro- 
man to medixval civiliiation. C. Diehl has de- 
voted himself to the period of the revival of the 
Eastern Empire under Justinian. Feudalism 
has been analyzed by C. Seignobos and A. 
Luchaire. SejgoQbos has also rendered valu- • 
able service to modem history and to the gen- 
eral history of civilization, while Luchaire is 
the peerless authority on France of the 11th, 
12th and early 13th centuries. C. Lanripis ha^ 
traced the decline of the CapetiaTHr Town 
life in the Middle Ages has received- ifae atten- 
tion of A. Giry, who has also contributed the , 
standard treatise on diplomatic. C, B^ont is 
easily the leadine French student of mediseval 
England, thou^ Ferdinand Lot has done 
notable work in early French and English 
mediaeval history. C- Bayet holds the same 
place with respect to the investigation of the 
Mediseval Empire and has also done signal work 
on the Byiantine Empire. A. Coville is the mas- 
ter of the period of the Hundred Years' War, 
C. Pfister has contributed important mono- 
graphs to mediaeval history, the histoiy of 
Nancy and the administrative policy of Henry 
IV, The 15th century has received the attention 
of C. Petit-Duiaillis. H, Lemonnier is tihe un- 
disputed authority on the history of France in' 
the 16th century. Hanotaux has analyzed the 
France of the opening of the 17th century. E. 
Lavisse has also claimed the 17th and holds the 
first place among French editors of co-operative 
historical works. H. Vast has surveyed in 
a brilliant fashion the political history of 
France in the later 17th and 18th centuries 
and the era of Napoleon. The 18th cen- 
tury has also profited by the labors of, H. 
Carr^ and P. Sagnac in lh£ political his- 
tory of France and Europe, while A. Sore! has 
mastered the international relations of this cen- 
tury to an unparalleled degree. Aulard's unique 
work on the French Revolution has been men- 
tioned above. A. Debidour and A. Malet have 
synthesized the recent scholarship dealing vrith 
France in the last century and have done notable 
work on the history of modem European diplo- 
macy, while H. Mari^jol has covered the history 
of modem France and Spain, being especially an 
authority on the early Bourbons. The leading 
French authority on modem Germany and 
Austria is G. Blondel, while the similar posi-i 
tion with respect to Hungary. Bohemia and 
Poland must be assigned to E. Denis and L. 
Leger. A. Rimbaud, perhaps the most erudite 
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many fields. Wiimiag his repuUtkm by a 
monoKraph on the Bytantine EffipiK, he has 
since oecome the Icaaing French authority on 
Slavonic Europe and has contributed brilliant 
surveys of Frendi civilization and the growth 
of the French colonial empire. All students 
of the ecdesiastica] and political history of 



and the State throughout the history of France 
by R Chinon and Ditudour. Renan has found 
fall ablest successor in £mile FaKuet whose 
survey of French thought cannot Be inatdied 
in aity other country. Nor ^lould one forget 
the contributions of £. Levasseur to economic 
hbtory; of P. Tannery to the history of 

f science; and of C. Langlois to the subject of 
historical bibliography and methodolo^. The 
contributions of other recent French historians 
will be mentioned in the treatment of special 
phases of modem historiography. What Ranke 
achieved for the improvement of the teaching 
of bislory in Germany was accomplished in 
France by Jean Victor Dumy, Ernest Lavisse, 

*Charles Boaont and Gabriel Uonod. Monod, 
probably the most scholarly and stimulating 
teacher of history who has yet lived, brought 
to perfection the seminar method which had 
been introduced by Duruy. In conclusion, no 
sketch of French historical scholarship would 
be complete without proper recognition of the 
unparalleled ability of French historians to 
unite careful scholarship with a broad inter- 

firetation of historical material, an admirable 
ucidity of expression and rare powers of syn- 
thetic organization. 

Even more than was the case with France, 
critical historical scholarship in England was a 
native product. Beginning in tbe work of 

,such men as Freeman, Stubbs, Green, Ledty, 
Creighton and Seeley, it has reached its highest 
point in the work of Samuel p.awson Gardiner 
on llie stirring events of the first "half of tbe 
« I7tfa century. For a thorou^ mastery of all 
the available sources for a hmited i>eriod and 
the ability to organize these in an intelliifible 
narrative he has but one riVal, Aulard, and the 
objectivity of his work surpasses that of the 
Frenchman. The English have never, however, 
provided anything comparable to the ficole des 
Chartes or the Historical Institute at Vienna 
for the training of young historians in the most 
recent methods of exact critical scholarship. 
The great repertory of the best products of 
recent Engli&b historical scholarship is the 
cc^-operative works — the incomplete *Cam- 

• bridge Mediaeval History,* tlie 'Cambridge 
Modem History,' and the less pretentious 
series edited by Uiipt and Oman. Any cata- 
logue of the modern leaders of English critical 
historical scholarship would certainly include 
the following names. N. H. Baynes has dealt 
with the Eastern Roman Empire, a field which 



•has also been demonstrated by work on the 
later Roman Empire, by his critical edition of 
Gibbon and by his planning of the 'Cambridge 
Mediaeval History.' ,The mediaeval history of 
both England' and continental Europe lias 
profited 1^ tie labors of C. W. Oman, who has" 
also distinguished himself in the field of 
modem history by a comprehensive work on the 
Peninsular War. H. C. W. Davis, one of the 



the whole field of mediaeval history, but partic- 
ularly upon the 11th and 12th centuries. T. F. 
Tout has dealt with England in the 13th and 
14th centuries, as well as with the relations be- 
tween the Church and empire in the Middle 
Ages, from a broad and well-balanced point of 
view. J. H. Round has exhibited exceptional 
scholarship bv his studies of English feudalism 
and mediEeval legal institutions. The work of 
the late F.. W. Maitland on the social inter- 
pretation of English legal institutions marked 
tbe greatest advance in Aat field since the time 
of Stubbs. The work of James Bryce on the 
Mediaeval Empire has never been superseded,* 
though H. A. L. Fisher has more recently 
tumed to that subject with both insight and 
scholarship. Ernest Barker has contributed a 
number of scholarly monographs on diverse 

J bases of medieval history. G. M. Trevelyant 
as dealt with England in both the 14th and 
the 17th centuries. in works which not only ex- 
hibit original scholarship, but also the finest 
mastery of English prose to be foimd among 
critical English historians of the present da;^. 
The careful scholarship of Richard Lodge has 
been displayed in the treatment of the transi- 
tion from the medieval to the modem period 
in both England and continental Europe. J. A. 
Doyle's account of English coloni^jtion in . 
America is, perhaps, surpassed onlyljy the 
American work of Professor Osgood. James 
Gairdner's calm and scholarly work on the ISib 
century and tbe Tudor period has been carried 
on by A. D. Innes. H, A. L. Fisher and A. F. 
Pollard, the latter one of the most original and 
promising writers now engaged in the field of 
English history. G. W. Prothero has sketched 
the later 16th century and has secured for him- 
self a position as an historical editor com- 
parable to that held in France by Lavisse. It 
IS a sufficient commentary on the work of C. H. 
Firth on the history of the middle of the I7tb 

Sutury to observe that the Scholarship of 
ardiner has not suffered in the work of his 
continuator. That Lecky's great work on tbe 
18th century did not doom his successors to 
barren efforts is shown by the works of L. S. 
Leadam and W. Hunt, C. G. Robertson's narra- 
tive on the early Hanoverians, G. 0. Trevelyan's 
survey of the American Revolution and by the 
biographies of the elder Pitt by Rosebury and 
Williams, of Burke by Moriey, of Fox by 
Trevelyan and of the younger Pitt by Rose. 
Stanley Lealhes has no English competitor as 
an aultiorily on the political history of France. 

F, C Montague and J. R. M. Macdonald have 
investigated the history of 18tb century France, 
and H. Morse Stephens contributed the first. 
scholarly synthesis of the French Revolution 
before he left his native>4and to win academic 
distinction in the United States, J. H. Rose 
is (he undisputed English authority^ on the' 
Napoleonic period, ^hiTe H. A. L. Fisher lus 
been attracted by Napoleon's administrative re- 
forms. The 1 9iji ^e niiiry has been covered W 
the works of Spencer Walpole, Herbert Paul, 

G. Slater and J. A. R. Marriott and by a num- 
ber of notable biographies, such as diose of 
Francis Place by Graham Wallas, of Cobden 
and Gtadsione by Moriey, of Bright by G. M. 
Trevelyan and of Disraeli [^ Monypenny and 
Buckle. The history of the British Empire has 
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received detailed attention from Egerton, Lucas 
* Innes and H. H. Johnston. European politics 
and international relations in the last century 
have been dealt with by W. A. Phillips, G. L. 
• Dickinson and T. A- R, Marriott; In addition, 
'■" should De mentioned ihe exhaustiv 



scholarship of A. W. Ward with r 



t to all 



i connected with the political history of 
modern Germany and the detailed studies of 
W. H. Dawson on the modern German Empire ; 
the scholarly work of R. N. Bain, R. W. Seton- 
Watson, D M. Wallace, F. H. Skrine and W. 
Miller on Scandinavian. Slavonic and eastern 
Europe; the studies ot Italian unification by 
Bolton Kin^ and G. M, Trevelyan; and the 
comprehensive work of Martin Hume on 
modem Spain. Cfaurch history has not been 
neglected in England, the more notable products 
in this field being the works of H. M, Gwatldn 
and F. J. Foakes-Jackson on the early Church; 
of H. B. Workman on the Medieval Church 
and the preliminaries of the Reformation ; of 
C. Beard and T. M,^ Lindsay on the Reforma- 

* tion in general, and of'Tames Gairdner and R- 
W. Dixon on the Reformation in England; of 
R.W. Church and F. W. Cornish on the re- 
ligious movements ot the last century; of H. 
W. Clark on the Non-Conformists; and the 
monumental co-operative history of Stephens 
and Hunt on the whole period of English 
ecclesiastical history. The contributions of 
Cunningham and Ashley to economic history 
and of Morley, StejAen, Benn and Merz to 
intellectual history will be dealt with in another 
place. Finally, no student of historiography 
could fail to commend G. P. Gooch for his ex- 

• cellent ejcecution of Lord Acton's long-deferred 
plan to sketch the development of modem his- 
torical writing. Of the teachers of history rn 
England who have done the most to inspire 



L, Seeley, Actoir and Maiiland have had 
^^the widest and most salutary influence. 
^ The beginning of modern critical scholar- 
shiifin the field ofAmcrican history dales back 
only to about the period of the close ot the 
American Civil War. It owed its origin very 
' largely to the influence ot Gerr.iany, In the 
first quarter of the 19th century George Ban- 
croft had attended An lectures of Heeren -and 
had later been a friend of Ranke. Not having 
been an academician, Bancroft had little in- 
fluence on scientific historical methods in the 
United Slates. The real beginning of the Sys- 
tematic introduction of the improved methods 
ot German historical scholarshio into the 
. •'"United States began in the year 18S7 when 
Henn; Torrey succeeded Sparks at Harvard, 
Francis Lieber assumed his professorship at 
Columbia, and Andrew D. White accepted a 
chair of history at Michigan. All of these 
men had been trained in Germany and estab- 
lished a direct contact between German and 
American scholarship. Professor White had 
also been profoundly infltienccd by Guizot, and 
his teaching was never limited to ine narrowly 
episodical and political hisiorv which attracted 
me extreme disciples ot Rantte and the Prus- 
sian school. A stilt greater impulse to the 
sound establishment of historical scholarship in 
^America came when Herbert Baxter Adams 
instituted Ihe teaching of history in Johns 
Hopkins University in 1876 immediately after 



the conclusion ot his studies in Gottingen, Ber- 



■ seminar" method of instruction in America,- 
but also the organization and creation of the 
first great training school for historians in 
Amenca. There is scarcely a great American 
university at the present day which does not 
have in its department of history one or more 
men trained m the Johns Hopkins seminar, 
and the literary products of this seminar #ere 
the first conspicuous exemplification in America 
ot the newer critical historical scholarship. 
Much the greatest personal influence in the in- 
troduction of the German methods and ideals 
was that of Professor John Will iam Burges s, , 
who began his work at Arnhersf in IKJi Stiei 
having studied in Gottingen, Leipiig and Ber- 
lin and who founded in 1^ the famous faculty 
of political science at Columbia, which came to 
rival and later to overshadow Johns Hopkins. 
Professor Adams, while appreciating the valae 
of the exact German methods, bad a healthy 
confidence in the ability of American scholars 
to interpret and apply the new methods, but 
Professor Burgess was convinced that at best. 
Americans could be but lame and halting imi- 
tators of Germanic genius and induced most of 
his students to finish their studies in Germany. 
As Prof. H. B. Adams has expressed it, "The 
Students ot Professor Burgess went to Berlin 
in shoals. They went in such numbers that 



came home with trunks full of Droysen's 
'Preussische Folitik' and ot the writings of 
Leopold von Ranke,* In addition to the work 
of Johns Hopkins and Columbia, Michigan ad- 
vanced the new methods under Charles K. 
Adams, and Cornell under President White, 
Moses Coit Tyler and George Lincoln Bnrr. . 
About this same time Edward Chaaningj-M 
Harvard, carried to complefiwi the beginnings 
in the newer historical scholarship which had 
been made by Henry Adams in the 'seventies.' 
At the present time the new scholarship has 
permeated the whole American university 
world and the American students of history 
need no longer, as Professor Gooch would seem 
to indicate, seek their training abroad. In the 
seminars of such scholars as Herbert L. Osgood, 
William A. Dunning, George Burton Adams, 
J. P. Jameson, Frederick Jackson Turner, 
George Lincoln Burr, Edward X^hanning, Ed- ' 
ward G. Bourne, Dana C. Munro and Charles 
H. HaskinsTthe serious American student has 
received or may receive training in refined 
critical methods quite eoual in most respects to 
o be obtained abroad. The French 
have to some degree displaced the 
German m recent years and most American 
medievalists finish their training in the Ccole 
des Charles, a substitute tor which scarcely ex- 
ists in America. A ntmiber of American 
scholars, such as H, B, Adams, E, G. Bourne, 
B. A. Hinsdale, N. M. Trenholme, F. M. Fling, . 
Henry Johnson, H. E. Bourne, W. H. Mace, 
J. M. Vincent and F. H. Foster, have made 
worthy contributions to lie sysfematic elabora- 
tion of historical methodology, but nothing has 
appeared in this field in America that in an_y 
iJSfSy rivals the works of Bemheim ,c£^Landois * 
il\n SrtT'"''"'' Any account of the introduc- 
tion~ot the modem methods of historical te- 



anything t 
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search in America would be incomplete with- 
out some mention of the work of Prof. Albert 
Bushnell Hart of Harvard. While he has net 
contributed notatly to the further refinement 
of critical methodolog? in historiography by his 

own works, there can be no doubt that he has 

been easily the leader in promoting the produc- to synt 
tion of scholarly contributions to the field of of tue 

^American histoiy and govemment, in his ca- 
pacity as an etfitor, and in popularising the 
more scholarly methods. 

The application of the more critical methods 
to the fiela of American history has resulted in 
works worthy to rank with the best European 
products ana has quite reconstructed the 
earlier notions of American national develop- 
ment. The period oi colonization has been ex- 
amined by F roTeVBpT. y.seoo J a " stiiden t of Pro- 
fessor Bui^ess-arrtt'^SSfe, and his monumental 
seven volume work on the American Colonies 

, constitutes the highest point to which exact 
American scholarship has ' ^ aflaineST"' and is 
worthy to rank" with the wntings of Gardiner 
and Aulard. Tbe relation of the colonies to 
British foreign policy^ has been recast by Pro- 
fessor Osgood's disciple, Georj ' ■- " 
Professor Alvord, in a scholaf 
work, has for the first time i 
significance of the problems of British im- 
perial administration west of the Alleghenies 
tor the preliminaries of the American Revolu- 
tion, ana has finally rescued the study of the 
beginnings of that conflict from the octopus 
of Boston Harbor. Fisher, Flick, Sieberl, Ty- 
ler and Van Tyne havf "at last dealt fairly with 
the Lo^irsts. "T'he study of the period of the 
formation and adoption of the American con- 
stitution has finally been secularized through 
the detailed and critical research of Prof. 
M ax Farra nd and tht brilliant essay of Pro- 
fessSr "Beani.' Professor McM^ster has 'feu r- 
veyed^^e-fo«t 70 years of^ationa! develop- 
ment with not only scholarship, but a broader 
and more synthetic a pproach than has 
been attained in any 'ofner comprehensive 
American historical wrork. Much more super- 
ficial and narrow in' its scope, but equally 

. scholarly is Henry Adams' detailed account of 
American foreign policy in the administra- 
tions of Jefferson and Madison. Professor 
Turner and his students have applied some- 
thing of the scholarship of Osgood and the 
originality and the brcadtfi of interest of Mc- 
Master to a study of the colonization of the 
West, and their work has in many ways super- 
seded the vigorous and interestine survey by 
Roosevelt. Professor Turner's "school* is the 
best illustralionTTPKHierlca "o7 the combination 
of ex^t scholarship with tbe synthetic 
ten dency in modern historlogrSffcj'.'Th'e period 
of flieXivil War and Reconstruction has been 
dealt with in a calm and temperate fashion by 
Mr. Jame s Ford Rhodes in a detailed work 

» whiclT" fO r" TsllJ ec (Kn ty and scholarship fur- 
nishes the only rival to that of Professor Os- 
good. The same period and the subsequent 
generation ha#*been covered in an exhaustive 
manner by ProfessorJJunning and his .students. 
Dr. E. P. Obetjjslfzer, a disciple of Professor 
McMaster, has made a promising begrinning hi 
the attempt to present a detailed analysis of the 
history of the people of the United Slates since 
the Civil War, interpreted in the original and 
comprehei\sive spirit of his master. The 



sketched m a careful and dispasstfit^'c manner 
by James SchoHler. and Professor Chaiiiiirig is 
engaged on an ambitious attempt to trace the 
history of the United States from the period of 
colonization to the present in a work designed 
ithesize tbe results of the critical studies 
present generation of historical scholars, 
id which, if completed, bids fair to become 
the great national history in the better sense of 
that term. The character of the best American 
historical scholarship in the first generation of 
those who had imbibed the newer critical 
meriiods is to be discovered in the co-operative 
"Narrative and Critical History of America,' 
edited by Justin Winsor. A much more com- 
prehensive and representative repertoire of 
American scholarship of a slightly more recent 
type is to be found in the ' Ame ric an NatJ on, ' ■ 
edited by Professor Albert Busfinen Har t In 
addition to investigation of the history of their 
own country, American historians have made 
important contributions to many other periods 
and phases of history. Professor Breasted has 
earned a place among the leaders of modem 
feypiology and Rogers, Hilpredil, Jastrow, 
Olmsiead and Goodspeed have done creditable 
work on the history of Babylonia and Assyria, 
Professor Ferguson is the world's foremost 
authority on Hellenistic Athens, Westermann . 
has dealt in an original fashion with the prov- 
inces of the Roman imperial system, and Bots- 
ford ranged over the whole period of classical 
antiquity with both insight and the most exact- 
ing scholarship. In the field of medifeval his- 
tory Professor Burr has mastered the Carol- 
ingian period and is easily the leading author- 
ity in Europe or America on the history of 
toleration; La rson has investigated the early 
medixval lllsiury"'uf Enriand and Thompsoh *" 
has dealt with the growth of the French mon- 
archy under Louis VI ; Mimro had- devoted 
himself panicplarly to a s tu d y -of the Crusades; 
the part pjayed by the Normans in the history 
of mediaeval Europe has been investigated by 
Haskins with a thorou^ness not equalled by 
any other American or European scholar; few 
if any English scholars can rival G, B. Adams' 
knowledge of the constitutional history of 
medixval England; Henderson has snmmarized 
the results oi modern sdiolarship dealing wijh 
liiedixval Germany^ Emerton has contributed 
scholarly and detailed manuals covering the 
entire mediaeval period; Lynn Thomdike has 
recently presented an original synthesis of the 
best modem scholarship dealing with the 
Middle Ages, and H, O. Taylor has furnished 
the best survey of the inielleciual history of 
this period. The original and now generally 
accepted thesis that the "commercial revolu- 
tion" rather than the "Renaissance" or the 
■Tieformalion" marked the dawn of the mod- 
em world has furnished the cemre of orienta- 
tion for the stimulating works of Abbot^ Shep- 
herd, E. G. Bourne, Merriman and CheynqF. 
The French Revolution and the Napoleonic pe- 
riod have nrofited by the' works of H. M. 
Stephens, Fling, Sloane, H. E. Bourne and 
Johnston. Thayer has written in an interest- 
ing fashion on the history of Italy -from the 
end of the Napoleonic regime to the comple- 
tion of unification; Henderson, Schevill, Ford 
and Fay have treated the history of modem 
Germany; Lybyer has been the only American 
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historian to devote gpecial attentioii to the mod- 
'em history of southeastern Europe; and C. M, 
Andrews and Hazen have contributed standard 

filjtical narratives on the history of modem 
urope. In Prof. John Basseti Moore the 
United States has the most productive and 
authoritative student of the history of interna- 
tional law and diplomacy, and D. T. Hill, 
J. W. Foster, A. C. Coolitfee. C. R. Fish and 
E. S. Corwin have been some of the other 
American writers who have contributed to this 
field. Church history has attracted a lar^e 
number of American nudents. H. C. Lea s 
monographs have entitled him to rank with 
European scholars like Hamack and Duchesne. 
G. P. Fisher and Philip SchafF sketched the 
whole history of the Christian Church. Mc- 
Giffert won an international re;putation by his 
edition of Eusebius and has smce made im- 
portant contributions to the history of the early 
Church. The rise of the mediseval Church has 
received the attention of Aycr and Flick. The 

Eeriod of the 'Reformation* has been covered 
y the monographs of Preserved Smith, Emer- 
toQ, Faulkner, Jackson and Jacobs. W. Walker 



1 keeping Americans in touch with the latest 
developments in European scholarship in this 
field. The primary attention of European his- 
torians to ancient and medieval history — a 
lingering efFeci of himianism and romanticism 
— nas left its impress upon American scholar- 
ship and has led to a neglect of modem his- 
tory. The younger generation of _ American 
historians, however, by devoting their enerpes 
primarily to modern history, nave tendecT to 
make a salutary break with tradition and are 
promising to equal in volume and quality the 
contributions that their former teachers made 
to the study of the 'Middle A«eJ.* 

Historical biography in the United States 
has tended to take the form of a great number 
of brief biographies, such as the ''American 
Statesmen Series* and the "Riverside Biograph- 
ical Series,* rather than being limited to a few 
notable products. Some fine bit^rairfiies have 
appearetC however, such as the voluminous 
documentary biography of Lincoln by Nicolay 
and Hay, the excellent biograi^ies of Buchanan 
aiwl Webster by G. T. Curtis, and the more 
recent ones of Douglas by Alleo Johnson, of 
Andrew Jackson by J. S. Bassett, and of 
Stephen Girard by J. B. Mcl^ster. 
XL The IirousTHiAi, and SciEunyic Revolu- 
, TIONS AND THE Leading TENDENaES in 

^ MODEKN HiSTOBIOCRAPHY. 

"• 1. The Persistence and Development of 

Earlier Trends.— While the major portion of 
the progress in historiography since Ranke has 
consisted in rise of new and sounder tendenc 



In the first place, while little Jias been 
achieved that was not implicit in the methodo- 
logical system of Ranke, there have been some 
important improvements in both the critique 
and the technique of historical methodolo^ 
since Ranke's ' — - • 
of historical 



of historical methodology 
The fundamental principles 
sm have been renned and 



systematized in tiie admiraUe wodcs of Bern- , 
heim and Langlois and Seignobos, so that the 
beginner may now have at nis disposal a more 
extended discussion of all phases of historical 
method than Ranke was ever acquainted with. 
There has also been a great improvement in 
the mechanical accessories of historical scholar- 
ship. Elaborate bibliographies of the historiog- 
raphy of the various countries have been pre- 
Bred, of which those by Langlois, Molinier, 
onod, Dahlmann-Waitz and Gross are the 
more notable. These are supplemented by cur- 
rent lists of the new works which appear, pub- 
lished in the various technical historical jour- 
nals, and the student is enabled to keep tbor- 
ougnly abreast of the literature in his field. 
Remarkably thorough and accurate guides to 
the vast collections of sources of national and 
ecclesiastical history which were gathered dur- 
ing the I9th century have been provided, and 
the modem student may locate in a few minutes 
in any great library sources which might have 
occupied any earlier nneration in months of 
fruitless searofaing. Ol this invaluable type of 
aid the monumental works of Potthast and 
Chevalier are most worthy of mention. Again, 
archives, public and private, have been opened 
more freely to the historical scholar, though he 
is still excluded from the more recent material. 
Nor should one neglect to point out the great 
contribution to efficiency, expedition and accu- 
racy in historical investigation which has come 
about from the general introduction of card 
catalMfues, filing systems, loose-leaf note books 
and elaborate schemes for indexing and cross- 
reference. TIus important type of innovation* 
and improvement has been chiefly the work of 
American scholars. As important as Ae ad- 
vances in bibliographical and other mechanical 
aids has been the great extension and im- 

Srovement of the teaching profession in the 
epartment of hi^ory. Under the ^dance 
of trained scholars, the members of historical 
seminars, though of mediocre literary talent 
may contribute more exact knowledge to the 
field of history in their dissertations than was 
contained in many volumes of the older and 
popular literary history. Finally, historical 
science has, after two centuries of delay, 
followed the lead of natural science and be- 
come co-operative in the true sense of the 
word. National historical societies have been 
formed in all the kading countries, each sup- 
porting one or more technical journals. It is 
also rare now that a single authoritative his- 
torian attempts a comprehensive survey of a 
wide field of history; it has rather come to be 
the general practice to produce extensive his- 
tories on the co-opcraiive plan in order to " 
utilize to the full the ability of specialists. It 
would seem that historiography can make little 
more progress in the refinement of critical 
melhoaologv- It only remains to bring modern 
history as far as possible under the control of 
the same exact apparatus of research that has 
already been provided for medixval and church 
history. 

A less salutary type of persfstence of older 
tendencies has been the perpetuation of the 
political fetish of Ranke and his school. A 
number of causes have accounted for this 
rather curious survival of a stratwe distortion 
of historical interests. In the f&st place, a 
great impulse was given to the political orienta- 
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tion through the students and disciples of 
Ranke who held steadfastly to the tenets of 
their master. This was superseded in Germany 
trv the more violent nationalism and political pre- 
dilection of Droysen, Treitschke, Von Sybcl 
and the others of the Prussian school. The 
rise of nationalism and political interests in 
France under the Third Republic kept alive 
the earlier nationalistic political history that 
had before been stimulated by the interest in 
the episodes of the French Revolution and the 
conquests of Napoleon. In Englajid the univer- 
. sal conviction as to the supreme political 
capacity of the Anglo-Saxon seeming im- 
posed a moral obligation upon English his- 
torians to concentrate iheir attention upon the 
proofs of this superiority. In Amenca (he 
* political and episodical historiograriiy was 
stimulated by the thrills of a great and success- 
ful war in behalf of national unity and was 
Krpetuated by the introduction of the tenets of 
inke and Droysen by their returning pupils, 
who became the leaders and organizers of his- 
torical study in this country. Rnally, Ifais type 
of history received a last source of inspiration 
from the recrudescence of nationalism through- 
out the world as an inevitable accompaniment 
of tlie imperialism or 'neo-mercantilism* which 
developed more or less universatlv in the period 
of die "seventies' and the foiloTving years. 
That the adherents of this form of history will 
gain at least m(»nentary strength and encourage- 
ment froin the revived importance of national- 
ism and militarism growing out of the present 
World War is scarcely to be doubted. 

2. New Dcvdopmenta In tht StaAy and 
Interpretation of History.^ Important as has 
been the further development of earlier tenden- 
cies in historiography during the 19th century, 
this has been dwarfed into insignificance by the 
great advances made in totally new directions 
or in channels which had been only slightly 
fore^dowed and anticipated in earlier epochs. 
The critical political historians provided modem 
historiography with its accurate methods of 
research and its vast compilations of primary 
sources. But, as Professor Shoiwell has very 
aptly said, ihe ae -if-hnlars were in int^niply ah. 
s orbed in f h e task of cef fectin g the met hod^ 
oTogy of re search ihat tKev f ailed to discnmi- 
nate |n Ihe Jajportaa'te ,of ihe events wTiicK" 
fliey narraiea It has Become the task or ati 



of giving history a more natural content and 
a better balanced body of subject-matter. 
While there can be no doubt that the basis for 
many of the new developments was laid by 
the jjrogress of earlier periods in the way of 
creating the national constitutional state, ex- 
panding the European consciousness throu^out 
the world by the commercial revolution, and en- 
croaching upon the field of the mysterious 
through the great scientific discoveries in the 
field of natural science during the 17th and I8th 
centuries, there can be no question that most 
of the novel elements introduced into the writ- 
ing and the outlook of the historian in the 
last century were thf, prodtKt of the vast 
transformations in social conditions and intel- 
lectual interests and attitudes since the first 
quarter of the 19th century. The chief reason 
for the great transformation in the historical 
outlook m the last century has been the fact 



that the 'Industrial Revolution* and the pro- 
gress in natural and social science have com- 
pletely altered not only the material conditions 
of human life, but also the whole "Weltan- 
schauung" of the civilized world. A more com- 
plete reconstruction of the whole mode of life 
and of the intellectual orienta.tion of civilized 
peoples has been achieved in the last century' 
than had previously taken place since the be- 
ginning of Ac Christian era, and this great 
change could not but affect historical concepts 
viewed as an important branch of intellectual 
interests. 

By the industrial revolution, which was 
effected between 1750 and 1850, the whole basis 
of life was profoundly modified and the former 
ideas and mterests c[uite uprooted and dis- 
located. The old period of rural stabihty and 
repetition was broken up and wilb the ^[rowtb 



changes in the centres of population and in the 
mode of life gave rbe to new and strange 
social problems on a scale hitherto unknown, 
and demanded the provision of gome adequate 
•science of society* to serve as a guide in their 
solution. As in the period of the so-called 
'Renaissance,* humanity again loomed larger 
than the state and social radier than purely 
political interests foiled to the front in his- 
torical as in other social sciences. 

Not less consequential and epoch-making 
were the notable advances in natural science in 
the 19th century which were much more destruc- 
tive to the traditional philosophy of life than 
the great discoveries of the loth and 17th cen- 
turies, in that the scientific work of the earlier 
period centered chiefly in the realm of 
mechanics and other fields which did not 
directly concern the problem of the origin and 
destiny of man, while those of the 19th century 
had a direct and incvitaUe bearing upon the 
interpretation of the derivation and origin of 
the human race and its relation to the rest of 
the organic world. Lyell and his fellow geol- 
ogists revealed the tindreamed-of antiquity o£ 
the earth and of various forms of animal life. 
Lawrence, Lamarck, C3»mbers, Darwin and 
Wallace, working from both geology and 
biology, suggested and later proved the gradual 
ana "natural* development of man from the 
lower varieties of the animal kingdom. The 
chronology of Africanus, Ensebius and Jerome 
was discredited for all time throu^ the revela- 
tions of pre-historic archzology in the hands 
of Boucher de Perthes and Sir John Evans, 
and the 'Chronicle' of Jerome was replaced W 
the 'Classification ethnologique> of de Montil- 
let 'Adam' was reduced, in the new perspec- , 
five of time, from the originator of the race to 
a fairly close contemporary of Darwin himself, 
Man was revealed as the product of natural 
causes and not of a mysteriotis creation, in the 
old and obscurantic sense of the term, and he 
became, thereby, a legitimate subject for 
analysis, particularly at the hands of psy- " 
chology. Along with this progress in natural > 
science went a much further development of - 
critical philosophy and the subjection of scrip- 
tural authority and sacred history, already 
weakened by the established conclusions of 
scientific investigations, to the same candid and 
critical investigation which has been accorded 
to secular history mud^ ef rli^er Jl|^ fpifjt ^^f 
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Voltaire, Hume and Gibbon had at last per- 
manently come to its own. 

It was inevitable that these sweeping altera- 
tions in man's outlook upon life should pro- 
foondly affoct his attitude toward the study of 
the paKi. as F^ll as bis interests in the present 
and future. An view of the fact that the indus- 
trial revolumSh was the prime mover in the 
social transformations of ine period it was not 
surprising that the first vigorous reaction again.it 
the conventional political historiography should 
come through the avenue of a greater emphasis 

, upon the economic factors and Qie commonplace 
facts of daily life, the primary importance of 
which was demonstrated by the historical events 
of the 19th centur27 To be sure, the rationalist 
school had laid "fBhsiderable stress upon eco- 
nomic influences, Heeren had shown the im- 
portance of the commercial activities of antiq- 
nit^, and Moser had insisted upon the vital re- 
lation of economic factors to the development 
of political organization, but these were only 
isolated instances of more than the usual con- 
temporary insight and profundity which were 
almost totally overshadowed and engulfed in the 
episodical and biographical historiography of ro- 
manticism and in the political bias of national- 
istic historiographv. Economic history, as a 
general and universal movement of revcJt from 
the narrow political historiography, dates from 
the publication of Karl Uarx's pamphlet enti- 

"^tled, the "Holy Family,' in 18«, and his joint 
work with Engels three years later, the 'Com- 
munist Manifesto.* While few of the leading 
figures in modem economic history would de- 
fend the economic determinism of Marx, they 
would at least contend that 'economic events 
have an historical significance not second to any 
other category of facts, and that to pass over 
them in silence, as did writers like Droysen and 
,5ybel, Stubbs and Freeman, and Burgess and 
'Hoist, it to mise much of the sisnificance, of 
any period and inevitably to yield but an im- 

ferfect and distorted picture of any epoch, 
t is important to note that the new economic 
history was not a break with the exact scholar- 
ship of the school of Ranke, but was rather an 
Sf^lication of critical scholarship to the recov- 
ery of our biowledge of the economic life of 
the past in its relation to the totality of civili- 
zation. In the names of Roscher, Knies, Inama- 
Stemegg, Nitzst^, Sdmioller and fiucher in 
Gvtmany; of Rogers, Cunningham, Ashley, Gib- 
bins, Hammond and Webb in England i of Lc- 
vasseur, LePlay. LerOy-Beaulieu, Avenel and 
Jaures and his associates in France; of Koval- 
evsky and Vincmradoff from Russia; and of 
BoUes, Veblen, BoRan, Coman, Dewey, Clark, 
Commons, Gay, CaUender and Day in Americi, 
the student of historiography recognizes scholars 
worthy to rank with the best disaples of Ranke 
in the field ol critical methodology. In addi- 
tion to the epoch-making work of the avowed 
economic historians, this new emphasis upon 
economic factors in history has filtered into the 
works of the orthodox school, and few serious 

. historical works are now attempted which do 
nol give at least grudging recocnilion to the im- 

' portance of the industnal and commttial life 
of a people. ' 

Another important new development in his- 
torical writing which grew more or less directly 
out of the effects of the industrial revolution 
was the origin of sociology and the influence of 



the soctoloeical point of view upon historical^ 

writing, while there had been sociological 
tendencies in the writings of earlier publicists 
and historians, it is generally agreed that the 
science of sociology had its origin in the neces- 
sity of ijroviding a general 'science of society" 
to criticise, evaluate and guide the various re- 
form movements which sprang into existence as 
a result of the evils of the social and economio • 
transition which accompanied the industrial 
revolution. Its two great original systematizers 
were AugOSte Comte and Herbert Spencer.. 
The influence of sociology upon history has 
been varied and pcofoundT One aspect of this 
influence was evident in Buckle's avowed desire 
to follow Comte's suggestion of the existence 
of well defined laws of historical development 
and :o combine this with Quetelet's statistical 
method of measuring social phenomena, and 
thus to arrive at an exact science of historical 
development wholly comparable to the precision 
reached in natural science. While Buckle's sug- 
gestions have been only moderately developed, 
it. has lone since been recognized t hat few vali d 
Taws ot ms tonca] aeveTo'pment cah De discov- 
ered wti 1 cTT'^o" ndl" r c s t upon the ri nn basis oi 
,aaeqiiate _ 'sf atis' tical study. A mucE more tar- 
rtaching reacffon ot sociology upon historiog- 
raphy has been its influence m broadening the 
content of history, sp as in inrJ mlp all of the 
import ant phas es of social life and activity. 
This mie.aLda'artu r e from orthodox procedure 
gaineditsfirst great success in the world famous 
woiic of John Richard Green. Less popular 
but equally able were Professor Dill's volumes ■ 
on the social phases of Roman imperial history. 
While Green found few immediate followers 
among his cotmtrymen, who, with the exception 
of Lecky. for the time being held faithfully to 
the canons of Freeman, Stuobs and Seeley, the 
younger generation, led by such scholars as Pol- 
lard, Marvin, Zimmem and Slater have organ- 
ized a powerful movement in favor of a re- 
vival of Green's broad social mode of approach 
to historical problems. Germany has probably 
been most prolific in the prootiction of his- 
torians affected by the sodolc^cal movement. 
In the middle of the last century Rieht and 
Freytag gathered data for the first comperhen- 
sive picture of the social history of Germany, 
Friecuander described the social life of the 
Roman Empire, and Bucldiardt drew the classic 
picture of the civilization of the Renaissance. 
A quarter of a century later JansseiL from a 
warmly Catholic standpoint, described the so- 
cial conditions of Germany in the epoch of the , 
Reformation. Erman provided the first reliable 
and comprehensive account of the civilization of . 
ancient £^pt. The great impulse to social his- 
tory in Germany, however, came though the 
labors of the able Leipzig professor, Karl Lam- , 
precht, and his supporters and co-workers 
Gothein, Steinhausen and Breyssig. In France 
the eflfect of the new social impulses has been 
less apparent because the French historians 
have never been so narrowly political as the 
German and English schools of history — even 
such technical and ultra-critical medievalists as 
Luchaire. Giry and Monod finding lime to dis- 
cuss social conditions in the medixval period. • 
Rambaud is probably the nearest French coun- 
terpart to Green. The far greater breadt!i 
of view in French historiograpny than in Eng- 
lish can best be appreciated by a comparison of 
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the tables of contents of the "Histoire giaera]e> 
and the 'Histoire de France' with those of the 
'Cambridge Mediaval History* and the 'Cam- 
bridge Modern History.' In Italy, Ferrero has 
ui^etd the social point of view in bis history of 

* ancient Rome. Worthy and successfn! imita- 
tions of Green's sociological mode of interpre- 
tation are to be found also in Blok's 'History 
of the Dutch People,' and in Kluchevsky's pub- 
lication of his lectures on the development o{ 
the Russian national culture and political \ 
organization. Among American historians I 
McMaster has followed most faithfullyinthe ' 

" footsteps of " ' "" 

a breadth o 
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written contributions have not been extensive, 
has rivalled Maitland in stimulating an enthu- 
siastic interest in social history on the part of 
an ever increasing group of disciples. Another 
very significant outgrowth of the sociolt^cal 
movement has been its reaction upon the field 
of constitutional history. While Moser had 
anticipated the recent movement in stressing 
the creative influence of social and economic 
forces in shaping political forms and institu- 
tions, the firs! great modern school^ of consti- 
tutional historians, represented in Germany by 
Waitz and Gneist, in England by Stubbs, and 
in America by Hoist and Burgess, had been 
content to trace constitutional development in 
a purely externa! and formal legalistic manner, 
or had represented it as a product of the in- 
fluences of powerful personalities. The spirit 
of M6»er first reappeared in the uncompleted 
work of Alexis de Tocqueville on the consti- 
tutional developments in 18th century France, 
which forever discredited the cataclysmic inter- 

Sretation of the French Revolution by showing 
ow it was the natural and logical culmination 
of fundamental social and economic forces 
which had been operating for centuries. A simi- 
lar mode of approach was evident in the bril- 
liant contributions of Fustel de Coulanges to 
the constitutional history of France in the early 
medixval period. The influence of social and 
psycbic forces in legal and constitutional his- 
tory was fully rec(^nized in Otto Gierke's 
monumental work on 'Genossenschaftsrecht,* 
perhaps, the most notable German contribu- 
tion to the newer tendencies in constitutional 
interpretation, and also in B runner's monu- 
mental history of early Germanic law and 
Ihering'a extensive studies in comparative 
iurisprudence. What Tocqueville and Cou- 
' langes accomplished for France was acdiieved for 
English constitutional history by the powerful, 
original and unbiased mind of Gierke's disciple, 
Frederick W. Maitland, who for the first time 
effectively demonstrated the social and economic 
background of English legal histoty and made 
clear the futility of a purely legalistic recon- 



struction of coDsticutional devdopmeat. Mait- 
land's work in English legal history has been 
carried on by his fnend, Paul Vinogradofli , with 
a more impressive, if less subtle, scholarship, 
and with equal productivity. In America a 
worthy disciple of Maitland has appeared in 
Prof. Charles A, Beard, who not only 'shares 
Maitiand's approach to constitutional problems, , 
but rivals him in his disrcf^rd of traditional 
and orthodox t^iinions. 

A direct outgrowth of the industrial revolu-. 
tion which has been of the utmost significance 
for both historical events and historicwraphy 
has been the neo- mercantilism or national impe- 
rialism which has developed since about 1875 - 
as a result of ' 
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historians and publicists who have given espe- 
cial arteniion to these subjects have been Bryee, 
Douglas, Hobhouse Hobson, Johnston Kdtie, 
Kidd, Lewin, Macaonald, Rose and Skrine in 
England; Bordier, Cordier, Gaffarel, Leroy- 
Beaulieu, Piquet and Rambaud in France; Mej- 
necke, Meyer, Peters and Zimmermann in Ger- 
many; and Blakcslee, Harris, Hornbeck, Jones, 
Keller, Krehbiel, Latourette, Morris, Reinsch 
and Shepherd in America. On die whole, the ' 
movement has tended to broaden the historical 
outlook not only with respect to geographical 
space, but also with re^ara to the scope of the 
historian's interests. Especially significant has v 
been the interest that it has aroused in the his- 
tory of international relations. 

A further significant innovation^ which was 
in part a product of the concentration of popu- 
lation due to the industrial revolution and in 
part an outgrowth of the more scientific ap- • 
proach to the study of social and psychic phe- 
nomena, has t«en the rise of aodal psychology 

' ■ upon history. Voltaire had 



by his doctrine ot "trie genius ot a people." but 
this concept in the hands of Voltaire was essen- 
tially non-historical. He regarded national 
character as something fixed and immutable,^ 
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and he made little attempt to e^mlain its origin. 
The romanticists had improved somewhat on 
Voltaire's conception by viewing the develop- 
ment of civilization as the product of obscure 
psychic or spiritual forces, but they even denied 
the possibility of discovering or analyzing the 
nature or operation of this process of psychic 
causation. Ranke and his school had borrowed 
from the romanticists the doctrine of the 'Zeit- 
geist," but they had been content to describe its 
varied manifeslalions in different periods and 
made no attempt to analyze its content or to 
account for its origin or mutations. With the 
growth of cities and the means of communica- ' 
tion during the industrial revolution and the re- 
sulting increase of social contacts and of the 
volume of psychic interstimulation, and with the 
development of modem science with its empha- 
sis upon the amenability of human activities to 
ps^hological analysis, there gradually arose a 
science of collective or social psychology, which 
first made its appearance in (he work of Lewes, 
Bagehot, Lazarus and Steinhal and was de- 
veloped by Wundl and Dilthey in Germany' by 
FouilUe, Guyau, Tarde, Durkheim and Le Bon 
in France, by Sigbelc in Italy; by McDourall, 
Trolter and Wallas in England; and by Gid- 
dings, Sumner, Ross, Cooley and Ellwood in 
America, While this novel development of 
psychology was at first applied either to abstract 
, or contemporary problems, it soon began to re- 
act upon historical interpretations. If the col- 
lective psychologjy was so all-important a factor 
in recent times it was natural for the original 
historian to ask the question as to vby it had 
not been of fundamental significance m every 
age. From a semi-obscuranlic view of a ^Welt- 
geist" and a "Zeitgeist,* which were either held 
to bt; unanalyzable or were left without analysis, 
the progressive historians turned to an attempt 
to discover and evaluate the factors which have 
produced the particular' collective psychology 
of various ages and peoples, and to an effort to 
account for the transformations of intellectual 
reactions through the centuries. This line of 
approach was foreshadowed by Comte's famous 
formulation of the three stages of the develop- 
ment of psychic reactions. _ The transition from 
romanticism to the more scientific collective psy- 
diological approach was best exemplified by 
Tjune, who was never quite able to free himself 
from the obscurantic trends of romantici-sm. 
The first and the most disiiiwiisbed exponent 
of this newer line of approach to the intcrpre- 
'-''•— 1 of history through the genetic study of 



' precht, who not only set forth an elaborate the- 
oretical justification of his methods, but also 
illustrated them in a monumental survey of 
German history. Lampiecht's principles have 
been valiantly defended by_ some enthusiastic 
and progressive scholars in every civilized 
country. While the avowed exponents of 
the value of an interpretation of history 
in terms of the changing attitudes of the 
intellectual classes have as yet been relatively 
few, the volume of literature which has been 
produced by them and others -which serves to 
substantiate their thesis has already become 
considerable. In England Lecky's youthful but 

, brilHant study of the development of rational- 
ism in modern times; John Morley's voluminoni 



appreciation of the contributions of the French 
"Philosoj^es* of the 18th century; Leslie Steph- 
en's masterly sketch of the intellectual history 
of England in the same period ; Poole's study of , 
mediaval thought ; the solid contributions of 
Barker, Figgis and Carlyle to political thought 
from classical to modern limes; the studies in 
the history of the heroic struggle against ob- 
scurantism . which have been produced by 
Bury, MeCabe and Robertson ; A. W. Benn's 
survey of English rationalism in the last cen- 
tury; and, above all, J, T. Merz's monnmental, 
exposition of the progress of thought and 
science in 19th century Europe, have been the 
more notable examples of the growing estimate 
of the significance of intellectual history. All 
Stcdents of historiography and intellectual his- - 
tory are indebted to the Scotch savant, Robert 
Flint, for erudite contributions to the history ' 
of the philosophy of history. In Germany 
the more important contributions to this new 
field have been the massive work of Theodor 
Gomperz on Greek thought; the brilliant and 
original contributions of Wiihelm Dilthey and 
Wilhelm Windelband to the history of philos- 
ophy; Adolph Harnack's unique study of the 
development of Christian dogma ; Otto Gierke's . 
great survey of the evolution of certain phases 
of political theory; and the studies in the his- 
tory of sociological thought by Paul Barth and 
Ludwig Stein. France has been creditably rep- 
resented by the essays of Renan and Bmile Fag- 
uet: the stimulating studies of the development 
of human thought from primitive times to the 
present by L. Lfvy-Bmhl ; the many brilliant 
monographs of Smile Durkheim and his school 
on the most diverse phases of intellectual his- 
tory; Solomon Reinach's encyclopedic contri- 
butions to every department of the history of 
thought and culture ; and the notable works of 
A. Franck, Faguet and Paul Janet in the field 
of the history of political theory. In Italy Vico 
has found a worthy successor in Benedetto 
Croce, and the Scandinavian nations are ably 
represented by the labors of Georg Brandes and 
Harold Hoffding. In America this fertile field 
was first cultivated by John W. Draper, whose 
once popular works have long since become 
antiquated. The most widely read American 
work on intellectual history was Andrew Mck-, 
son White's powerful polemic against obscuran- 
tism, which probably did more than any other 
single influence to brin^ American thou^t into 
a proper orientation with the progress of mod- 
ern science and criticism in every field. Since 
that time Mr. Henry Osbom Taylor has pro- ' 
vided the public with a scholarly survey of the 
intellectual history of Europe from the period 
of Roman decadence to Dante. Mr, Henry C 
Lea has dealt with several phases of the rela- 
tion of the mediseval church to intellectual 
progress. Prof. George L. Burr has de- • 
voted his life to an investigatioa of the history 
of toleration, the results of which he has fore- 
cast in a number of precious articles and mono- 
graphs. Prof. Wilham A. Dunning has pre- 
sented the first complete survey of the hi^ 
tory of political theory since the publication of 
the classic work of Janet. Professors W. C. 
Abbott and W, R. Shepherd have devoted them- 
selves to an investigation of the reaction of the 
commercial revolution on European thought and 
culture. McGi&ert has sketched the bistoty of 
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use 



___. reltgioiu tltougfat in a brilliant fstsh- 

Fin&Uy, Prof. James Harvey Rohjnsoo 

has not only aroused an ardent interest in intel- 
lectual history oo the pert of the large number 
of endiusiastic students who have attended his 
stimulstiiis lectures at Columbia University, 

' but is Qow engaged an what promises to be the 
first complete summary of the transfomiationE 
in die intellectual reaclioMS of bnmanity. In 
tins same field of tntdlectual Enstory probaMy 
tielong the valuable researches into the history 
of natural science in its relation to the progress 
of dvitization which have been caiiwl on by 
Karl Pearson, Shipley and Whetham in En(t- 
land; Du Bois-Reymond, Mach, Ostwald and 
Dannemann in Germany; Sarton in Belgium; 
Tannery and Duhem in France; and Sedgwick, 

• "Wer, Libby, and L, Thomdike in America. 
Here also belong the contributions to the ftetd 
of the history of wsthetics which has been cul- 
tivated by Symottds, Ruskin, Mahaffy and Mur- 
ray in England; by_ Winckeltnami, Burddiardt, 
Gervtmis, Gregorovios, Woltmunn and LuMtc in 
Germany; by Renan, Sahite-Beuve, Taine and 
Reinach in France; and by Charles Eliot Nor- 
ton and Ralph Adams Cram in America. Nor 
should one forget the many stimulating con- 
tributions of such writers as James, Royce, 
Dewey, Halt and Santayana, in tlie e0ort to 
make the more original and helpful trends in 
philosophy and psychology the common prop- 



ment of intellectual history in the last half cen- 
tury furnishes the Ic^cai transition from a dis- 
cussion of those recent trends in histodo^Emhy 
which have ^own primarily out of the uidui- 
trial revolution to those which have been a 
product of the remarkable progress in natural 
science in the last hundred years, Ai the in- 
dustrial revolution was the great event in the 
economic and social history of Ac 19th century, 
so the discoverv of the Darwinian theory of 
evolution was the central fact m die derelop- 
ment of natural science in this period Whils, 
as Professor Osboni and others have shown, 
the idea of evolution is an old one which oris- 
iaated in a certain crude and forma! sense, at 
least, with the same Ionic Greeks thmt be^n 
, the writing of prose and of history, its true 
significance as a fact in science and philosophy 
b^an with the publication of Darwin's 'Origin 
of the Species' in 1859. With the subsequent 
controversies over the details of the doctrine of 
natural selection one is not here concerned. Its 
reaction upon the outlook of rile alert and pror 
grcssive hutorical student was profound. Spen- 
cer worked over the whole ftdd of social sci- 
ence from the evolutionary standpoint and garve 
it a genetic trend and meaning from which it 
couldnever escape. Enterprising biologists and 
sociologists like SchaNmayer and Ammon in 



work out a science of social evolution 

ceived in terms of biological evolution carried 
over into the social field. Others, among them 
several distinguished historian^ have essayed 
histories of religion and ethics based upon the 
new ^(volutionaiy conceptions and criteria. In 
thb field the work of Spencer, Ledgr, i-eslie 
Stephen, Kidd. HoUiouse, Piske and Sutfaer- 
lano has been most notable. Finatlj^ an at- 
tempt to put the history, of law aiid politics 



upon an evohilionary bans was initiated in the 
suggestive writings of the •organic' sdiool of 
soci<^gist3 and political scientists and of 
Maine, Bagehot and Ritchie. On the whole, 
however, the outstanding reaction of the new 
evolutionary conceptions upon historiography 
did not consist so much in the various special 
phases of their application to historical prob- 
[rans wUch have been mentioned above as in 
fixing upon the historian's mind the perception - 
of the genetic nature of the social process and 
to giving him a linn basis upon which to develop 
a sound theory of progress. 

With the genera) acceptance of the evolution- . 
ary hypothesis as to the ori^n and development / ' 
of the human race it was inevitable that much 
greater attention would be given to the in- 
fluence of the physical environment upon his- 
torical development. The general notion of the 
effect of physical environment upon human 
types and their behavior was an exceecUngly old 
one which had originated with Hippocrates 
and had been passed on throu^ the ages by 
Aristotle, Strabo, Vitruvius^ Aquinas, Ibn 
Khaldun, Bodin and Montesquieu. While their 
general observations had some rough siinilarity 
to the conclusions of modern students, their ex- 
planations of environmental causation were 
most crude, being based primarily upon the 
doctrine of the allefi:ed planetary influences 
upon the physiolofpcal processes of the human 
body. The foimdations of a scientific study of 
the relation between geography and history 
were laid by the monumental studies of Karl 
Ritter in the first half of the 19th century, 
which were interpreted to the public in a more 
popular form by Guyot. Ritter found a worthy 
successor in Friednch Ratiel whose profound 
and voluminous works are conventionally held 
to have founded the science of anthropogeog- 
raphy. His researches were rivalled in France 
by those of fillsie Rcclus and were interpreted 
to the English and American world (q* his 
pupil, Miss Ellen Semple. In addition to the 
systematic works of Ratzel and Rectus, many 
su^estive contributions have been made to 
special phases of the influence of geography 
upon history. Metchnikoff has pointed out the 
significance of the great river systems of the * 
world in the development of the chief historic 
civilizations. Demolins has dwth in detail 
upon the great importance for history of the 
configuration of the land which has determined 
the routes which the peoples have travelled in 
their various dispersals from orisinal scats of 
culture. Especially noteworthy has been the 
suggestive, if not entirely convincing, work of 
Professor Huntington, whose investigations in 
Asia Minor have enabled him to ascertain the . 
existence of considerable climatic oscillations In 
the past which throw new light on the hitherto 
unexplained problems of the shifting of the 
centres of civilization from Egypt to north- 
western Europe and of the invasions of Eurooc 
by EuccesEive waves of Asiatic peoples. TJie 
net result of this woii of students of anthropo- 
geography has been to compel every self- 
respecting historian to acquire some knowledse * 
of the geographical setting of a nation before 



these significant studies upon the relatio.. .. 
geograpiiy to the development of civilisatiott. 
Professor George has produced a stimulating 
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attempt to indicate the general dependence of 
hUtoiy, particularly in its militai? aspects, upon 
geographical conditions. Professor Myres has 
sketched in a brilliant fashion the geographic 
background of the rise of the earliest seats of 
civilization. The fdgnifiSiice of geographical 
elements in the history ^of antiquity has been 
abundantly recognized by Professors Hogarth, 
, Olmstead and Breasted. Ernst Curtius, a 
disciple of Riiter, for the first time made clear 
the geographical basis of the history of Greece. 
Freeman oescribed in great detail the topc^ 
raphy of Sicily, Nissen has shown with adinir- 
aUe tborougihness the effect of Italy's topog^ 
raphy and situation upon its historical develops 



trine of 'tfiffusion,* such as P. Graetaier, 
Rivers and Elliott Smith, and the exponents of 
the so-called theory of 'convergent develop- 
ment* of cultural similarities and repetitions. 
among the most important of whom are 
Ehrenreich, Boas, Lowie and Goldenweiser, it 
will be impossible to deal in this place. It will 
be suthcient to insist upon the fact that no 
historian can regard himself as competent to 
attempt any large synthesis of historical ma- 
terial without having thoroughly acquainted 
himself with these fundamental attempts to 
*ring definite laws of development out of the 
chaos of historical facts. An attempt to link 
up cultural anthropology with a dynamic his- 



ment. The importance of local geographical toiy has recently hcen made in two thoughtful 
conditions for me development of national his- books by Professor Teggart of the University 
tOTV was made apparent m the case of France AA' California. .Dr. GoTdenwetser in a recent 
' by Michclet; with regard to England by Green ^^ brilliant article has endeavored to provide a 
f~_. t_. D:.t.i. — A _.:.T, ..c^i .„ a., systematic methodological ^int of departur- 



for Germany by Riehl ; and with respect to the 
settlement and history of Nordi America Iw 
k Payne, Shaler, Semple, Hulbert, Brigham ana 
Turner. Finally, Buckle and Hellwald have, 
with less success, attempted general surveys 
based upon the conception of the interdepend- 
ence of nature and the human mind, while Hel- 
molt has pre»ded over the production of the 
first extensive co-operative history which has 
made a consistent attempt to emphasize the 
anthropological and geographical factors in his- 
torical development according to the general 
doctrines of Ratzel. The above bald entmier- 
ation of the chief phases of progress in modern 
anihropo-geography and its contributions 



lific liistory^ and critical antbrc^mlogy. 
Several other significant influences of 
anthro^logy in altermg the attitude of 
the histonan should be noted. In the first 
place, nothing could be more destructive of 
chauvinism or more important for acquiring a 
led over the production of the proper perspective tor the interpretation of his- 
co-operative history which has toncal development than a perusal of the com- 

. — 1 — • .. !...;_. .u. parative surveys of legal, political, social and 

religious institutions by such writers as Lippert, 
Ihering, Tylor, Westermarck, Hobhouse, Durk- 
heim and Sumner. The greatest blow to the 
venerable myth of the origins of political 
democracy in the Germanic folk-moot, which 
it ever sustained, was the discovery that it 
could he matched among primitive peoples the 
world over and that it was not the sole posses- 
sion of the "noblest branch of the Aryans," 
Again, while the laws of cultural development 
which have been formulated by anthropology 
and the breadth or view inseparable from the 
handling of anthropological data are of the 
utmost value to all fields of history, anthropol- 
ogy has a particularly dose relation to the field 
of ancient history m that the begituungs of 
civilization cannot be properly UTHlerstood and 
interpreted without a thorough acquaintance 
with the background of the primitive culture 
which preceded the dawn of written history. 
Finally, anthropology, by its study of mankind 
as a unity in time and space and especially 
through its basic premise developed by Bastian 
of the fundamental unity of the human mind, 
has for the first time provided a firm tasis fo[ 
a rational conception of the real unity of history. ' 

Oosely related to the subject of anthropol- 
o([y, and by some considered a branch of that 
science, ts the relatively recent science of pre- ' 
historic and proto-historic arctueology. Work- 
ing in co-operation with geologists ^d students 
of paleontology and comparative anatomy the 
archaralogists, such as Boucher de Perthes. 
Rulot Breoil, Boule, EWchelette, Cartailhac, 
Schmidt, Obeonaier, Peet and Munro, have 
revealed the existence of mankind on the earth 
during a space of time almost beyond the range 
of human conception. The origins of the race 
have been pushed back from the few thousand 
years comprehended in the exact chronologies 
of Eusebius, Jerome, Usher and Lightfoot to a 
vague and uncertain period not less than a 
quarter of a million years ago. The profound 
modification in the historical perspective which 
dtis epoch-making discovery has necessitated 



greater exaggeration of a single set of 'causes,' 
or a more persistent flouting of the rules of < 
critical meuodology. Particularly have the 
adherents of this type of interpretation failed 
to distinguish between a 'conditioning* and a 
'determining* infioence. Finally, it is a gen- 
erally accepted doctrine among all critical 
students of cultural evolution that environmen- 
tal influences decrease in importance in propor- 
tion as the progress of science and civilization 
enables man to subdue nature to his own pur- 
poses. For these valuable criticisms of too 
enthusiastic an acceptance of the geographical 
interpretation students are more indebted to 
the analytic^ anthropologists, such as Boas, 
Wissler, Lowie and Goldenweiser, than to the 
criticism of historians. 

Even more direct and vital in its influence 
upon historiography was the new science of 
anthropology, which, in its modern form, was 
a product of the new evolutionary concepts 
applied to the stu<ty of mankind as a unity. 
Whife not ignoring the contributions of earlier 

* students, modem anthropology owed its origin 
primarily to the researches and writings of 
Tylor in England Bastian in Germany and 
Boas in America. Its purpose, according to 
Professor Boas, is "to reconstruct the early 
history of mankind, and, wherever possible, to 
express, in the form of laws ever-recurring 
modes of historical happenin"^.* The chief 
point of contact between anthropology and his- 
tory is found in the attempt of the former to 

* discover and formulate the laws of cnhural 
evolution. With the controvenies between the 
older school of unilateral evolutionists, repre- 
sented by Spencer, Avebury, Morgan and 
Frazer, the more recent advocates of the doc- 
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is obvious. As Professor Rotanson has pointed 
out. Thales and Herodotus can no ton^ be 
regarded as among the 'ancients," but m the 
new scale of time must be viewed as our con- 
temporaries. Not only has riie discovery of 
the remoteness of human origins fundamentally 
altered all previous conceptions of the time ele- 
ment in history, but it faas given a new impulse 
to a dynamic theory of progress, in that it has 
shown that mankind have advanced further in 
the few centuries that have elapsed since the 
dawn of written history than they had in the 
tens of thousands of years previous to that time, 
and also because it has demonstrated that the 

. rate of progress seems to be accelerated almost 
beyond comparison as one approaches extremely 
recent times. Not only have the archaeologists 
rendered almost revolutionary services to his- 
tory in lengthening the historical perspective, 
but they have also been of the utmost assist- 
ance in increasing the historian's knowledge of 
•lost civilisations* within what are convention- 
ally regarded as 'historic* times. Winckler 

, and Garstang have rediscovered the lost Hlttite 
civilization of ancient Syria. Schliemami, 
Evans and Dor^ifeld, among others, have re- 
vealed a flourishing Aegean civilization coeval 
with the civilization of ^ypt in the 'Pyramid 
^e* of the third millemum B.C. The pro- 
genitors of the historic Greeks no longer ap- 
pear as the builders of civilization but as bar- 
barous destroyers who ruined a civilization 
which they were unable to match for five 
centurie9. Equally significant, though less 
familiar, are the researches of Dechelette, 
Jullian, Rice Holmes and others in the history 
and culture of ancient Gaul, which have ex- 
hibited an early north European civilization 
which was in touch with the Aegean civiliza- 
tion at its hri^t and have thrown into high 
relief the relative savagery and backwardness 
of Teutonic culture as it appeared in western 
Europe at the beginninjj of the Christian era. 
No adequate history of Europe can any longer 
ignore the vital importance of this ancient Celtic 
culture. In this same department should be 
placed the epoch-making discoveries in philol- 
ogy and archaeology which have allowed 
scholars to arrive at an accurate and compre- 
hensive knowledge .of the civilizations of the 
ancient East, which had been hitherto known 
only by allusions in the literature of the 
Hebrews, Greeks and Romans. About 1825 
Champollion deciphered the Rosetia stone, 
mastered hieroglyphics and laid the foundations 
of Eg3T>tology. Egyptian chronology and 
philology were firmly established by Lepsius and 
Brugsch. Mariette, Maspero and Petrie have 
led in the excavations that have produced 
Egyptian ardnology. Meyer has revised 
Egyptian chronology and Breasted has produced . 

, the best synthesis of the history of Egvptian 
civilization. Erman has provided the only de- 
tailed study of ihe social history of Egypt. What 
Champollion achieved for Egyptology was ac- 
complished for the history of Bahvlonia and 

, Assyria by Henry Rawlinson Arourfi his read- 
ing of the Beliistun inscription in the middle of 
the 19th century, Schrader, Delitzsch and 
L^irarde perfected Assyrioloey and Semitic 
philolo^; Botta, Layard, Sarzec, Hilprecht 
and Winckler have supervised the all-important 

' excavations of this region ; and Maspero. 
Meyer, Rogers, Goodspeed and King have pro- 



vided the most reliable narratives of Assyrian 
and Babylonian history, while Jastrow has 
drawn the best picture of the culture of these 
ancient nations. 

Another most important development in his- 
toriography in the last century has been the , 
gradual but sure secularization of 'sacred" his- 
tory, and the consequent removal of the last ob- 
stacle to the scholarly and objective treatment 
of every field of history. This progress has 
been in iiart a product of the brilliant advances 
in the critical methods in the last century, and 
in part has been due to the philosophical de- 
struction of the whole basis of the conception 
of 'sacred* history, which has resnlted from 
the unparalled discoveries in natural science 
since 1800. On the whole, it is probable that 
the latter has been the most important influ- 
ence because the difference In the skill in 
handling documents o; ' 
and Wellhausen was it 
vergence between their 
process through which 
Testament were discos 
been briefly discussed 
this article and need no 
Ihe basis of this critici 
has grown up a critics 
nation and it's religion 
ble of attainment since 
history as the corner 
synthesis of the histot 
bins, Jerome and Oros 
halting beginning of 
history of the Hebrew 

biblical criticism of the early I9th centurjj, was 
made by the Go I tin gen professor, Heinrich 
Ewald, whose 'History of the People of Israel' 
was published In the years following I&43. The 
first straightforward and thorough-going crit- 
ical history of the religious development of the 
Jews was contained in the 'Religion of Israel,' 
published by the Leyden professor, Abraham 
Kuencn, in 1869. Even more advanced was the 
epoch-making 'History of Israel' of Julius 
Wellhausen, a professor in Gottitigen and the i 
greatest of Old Testament scholars. Wellhau- 
sen's work, published originally in 1878, was 
but a brilliant fragment, and the preparation of 
a systematic history of Israel in accordance with 
the advanced views of Wellhalisen Was the 
work of the Giesscn professor, Bemhard Stade, 
whose 'History of the People of Israel' was 
published in 1887. The results of these works 
from the new critical mode of approach were 
utterly to destroy the exaggerations regarding 
the glories of ancient Israel, which had been 
set forth in Kings and Chronicles-Ezra-Nehe- 
miah, had been repeitted by Tosephus, and were 
thoroughly embodied in Christian tradition. 
For the first time the history of Palestine was 
revealed in its proper perspective in the larger 
history of the ancient East. Not less danag- 
ing was the effect of the work of Wellhausen 
and his associates upon the doctrine of a unique, 
primordial and revealed monotheism among 
the Jews. It was clearly shown that monothe- 
ism had be«i a gradual and precarious develop- 
ment out ■of an original polytheism, and that 
its maintenance was always difficult and sub- 
ject to serious lapses. The late origin of the 
alleged laws of Moses was no less clearly es- 
tablished. The secularizing process was carried 
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'sflll further by the brilliant Cambridge pro- 
fessor, Robertson Smith, tn his 'Heiigion of the 
Semites,* whidi showed the many points of 
similarity between the religion of the Hebrews 
and the religious beliefs and practices of the 
other branches of (he Semitic peoples. Finally, 
Delilszch, Winckler and Rogers have made clear 
the profound influence of the Babylonian his- 
toriul and religious traditions upon the religion 
of Israel. While the work of the most of these 
writers was highly technical and intended pri- 
marily for scholars, its general signijicance was 
popularized through Renan's brilliant and wide- 
ly-read 'History of the People of Israel.' No 
less startling has 'been the result of the inva- 
sion of the *sacred* history of the Christian 
era by the critical methods. Building on the 
basis of the textual criticism of the sources of. 
the New Testament by such scholars as Strauss, 
Baur, Loisy and Harnack, and the study of con- 
tempora^ religions by Renan, Hatch, Cumont, 
Glover, Dill and others, Percy Gardner, Weiz- 
sacker, Conybeare, Wernle, Harnack, Duchesne 
and McGilfert have explained with great schol- 
arship and lucidity the syncretic nature of 
Apostolic and Patristic Christianity, the his- 
toric causes for the final success of Christian- 
ity, and the nature of the gradual development 
of Christian dogma and ecclesiastical organiza- 
tion. Henry C. Lea, in a series of massive 

• monographs, which constitute the most notable 
contribution of America to Church history, has 
dealt with the most diverse phases of the his- 
tory of the medixval Churdi in a fine objective 
and secular spirit. Beard and Troltsch have 

, traced the rise and development of Protestant- 
ism with insight and candor. Three Catholic 
scholars of the highest rank in the field of 

^ scholarship, DSllinger, Ruber, and Reusch, 
have made as great contributions to the battle 
against ecclesiastical obscurantism as any his- 
torians from the Protestant or sceptical camps. 
Dollinger totally demolished the aileffed his- 
torical foundations of ultra-tnontanism and in- 
fallibility in his work on 'The Pope and the 
Council.' Huber surveyed the history of the 
Jesuits with the aim of proving their deadly 

( opposition to the spirit of modem learning and 
the freedom of thought. Reusch contributed 
the standard treatise on the history of the 
Papal Index and threw a flood of light upon 
the sinister machineiy through which the re- 
actionary element in Catholicism has endeavored 
to perpetuate the credulity of its followers and 
to exclude the perilous fruits of modern scien- 
tific and critical research. The net result of 
the labors of critical scholars of every religious 
complexion in the field of 'sacred history" has 
been to destroy entirely the premises of the 
"Fathers,^ which led them to marl; off a field 
of historical development which was taboo to 
critical research, and it has opened every field 
to the operation of the same d^^ee of patient 
research and calm and objective narration. 

With the growth of modem natural science 
and the critical attitude in the appropriation and 
assimilation of knowledge, the effort to formu- 
late some magnificent and systematic philo- 
sophical scheme for the organization and pres- 
entation of historical development, such as was 
devised by Av^stine and Hegel, has greatly 
declined. Scepticism of any formal philosophy 
of history seems to be but a necessary accom- 
paniment of our increasing knowledge of the 



infinite complexity of social and historical 
phenomena, as these attempts to reduce history 
to such simplicity savor loo much of the 
i priori method, now so thoroughly discredited 
To take the place of the older dogmatic philoso- 
phy of history there have developed what may 
be called various "interpretations" of historical 
data. These at present diSer from the older 
philosophy of history in the absence of any 
teleolo|^cal element and in the rejection of the 
deductive method. They aim solely to em- 
phasize and bring into high relief those factors, 
which, according to the various schools, seem to 
have been most influential in producing the 
civilization of to-day. It is, in short, the at- 
tempt to supplement Ranke's aimless search 
for what occurred in the past t^ at least 
a feeble and humble effort to explain how the 
present order came about. Far from being less 
scientific than the older program of Ranke, it 
really constitutes the perfect completion of 
scientific method in historiography, in the same 
way that ihe formulation of the great laws 
of natural science constitute the logical com- 
pletion of the task of gathering data 1^ 
observation and experimentation in the labora- 
tory. The preceding sketch of the develop- 
Imeni of historiography affords striking corrobo- 
. I ration of the thesis of Professor Sbotwell that 
' the prevailing types of historical interpretation 
■ tbrougfa the ages faithfully reflect the dominat- 
. ing intellectual interests of the successive eras. 
The divine epiqs of the ancient Orient were- 
superseded by the mythological and philosophi- 
cal interpretations of the thinkers of classical 
antiquity. With the general acceptance of 
Christianity, the classical mythology was replaced 
by that esdiatological conception which domi- 
nated historical bterpretation from Augustine 
to Bossuet. With the coming of the commercial 
revolution and its violent shock to the tkd 
intellectual order, there arose the critical and 
rationalistic school of Bacon, Descartes, Vol- 
taire and Hume, which, on account of its being 
too far in advance of the intellectual orienta- 
tion of the masses, tended to lapse into the 
idealism of Kant and FIchie and the romand- 
cism of Burke, Donald, DeMaistre and Hq^ 
The growth of nationalism following the 
French Revolution tended, to give temporary 
precedence to the political mode of interpre- 
tation, but the ^eat transfonnations . whidi 
constituted the industrial revolution, of ne- 
cessity doomed so superficial a view to an 
ephemeral existence. The unprecedented breath 
and depth of modern knowledge and intel- 
lectual ittterests have produced a number of 
interpretations of historical development tnost 
of which represent the outgrowth of some one 
of those outstanding intellectual and social 
transformations whiwi were reviewed above, 
, iThere are at present some ci)^t definite v 
I fichools of historical interpretation among the ' 
I ^representatives of the modernized students of 
I historical phenomena, each of which has made 
an important contribution to our loiowle^e of 
: historical development They are in no sense 
' in all cases mutually exclusive, but are rather, 
to a large degree, supplementary. They may be , 
designated as the personal or "great man* 
theory ; the economic or materialistic ; the 
il allied geographical or environmental : the spiiit- 
■t ual or idealistic; the scientific; the anthropo- 
logical 1 the sociological ; and the synthetic or 
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•colIectJve psyschological.* It may be pointed 
out in passing that, in the main, the older type 
of historian either clings to the ontwom theory 
of political causation, or, with Professor Emer- 
y ion, holds that historical development is en- 
tirdy arbitrary and obeys no ascertainable laws. 
The best known of these schools of historical 
interpretation, and the only one thai the cur- 
rent poUtical historians accord any considera- 
tion, is that whidi found its most noted rep- 
resentatives in Carlyle and Froude, who claimed 

■ that the great personalities of history were 
the main causative factors in ^v historical de- 
velopment. This view is, of course, closely 
allied to the catastrot^ic interpretation of the, 
I8th century rationalists. Perhaps its most dis-' 
tinguished adherents lo-day are Prof. £mile 

■ F^uet of Paris and Prof. William A. Dunning, 
of Columbia University. The contributions ot 
the economic school of historical interpretation, 
whidi was founded by Feurbarfi and Marx, and 
has been carried on by a host of later and less 
dogmatic writers, such as Sumner, SchmoUer 
Loria Simons, Ashley, Beard, Boeart and 
Simkhovhch, are too familiar to cair for anv 
additional ebboration. In its best and most 
generally accepted form, it contends that the 

-prevailing mode and status of the' economic 
processes in society will to a very great degree 
decide die nature of existing social insti- 
tutions. In -spite of slight exaggerations, 
no phase of historical mterp relation has 
been more fruitful or epoch-making. Imme- 
! diately related is the geographical interpreta- 
' tion of history which began with Hippocrates 
and continued through the writings of Strabo, 
Vitruvius, Bodin* Montesquieu and Buckle, has 
been revived and given a more scientific inler- 

g'etation in the hands of such writers as Karl 
liter, Ralrel, Reclus, Semple, Metehnikoff, 
Demolina and Huntington. Since the days of 
Ritier no respectable historian has dared to 
, chronicle the history of a nation without first 
having acquired a knowledge of its geography. 
The special i^ses of this interpretation have 
been sketched above and need not he repealed 
J at this point. Widely at variance with ihe 
"' economic and geographical interpretation is the 
somewhat belated offshoot of the idealism of 
Ficbie and Hegel, to be found in the so-called 
spiritual Interpretation of history, which finds 
its most ardent advocates in Prof. Rudolph 

■ Eucken of Germany and Prof. Shailer Matthews 
I of Chicago. Professor Matthews thus defines 
j this view of history: 'The spiritual inicrpre- 
' tion of history must be found in the discovery 

of spiritual forces co-operating with geographic 
and economic to produce a general tendency 
toward conditions which are truly personal. 
And these conditions will not be found in gen- 
eralizations concerning metaphysical entities, 
but in the activities of worthful men finding 
self-expression in sodal relations for the ever 
more complete subjection of physical nature to 
human welfare." Viewed in this sense, thb 
type of interpretation can be said to have a 
considerable affinity with the •jtreat man* theory 
and apparently aims to recondle this doctrine 
with the critical and synthetic interpretation, 
under cover of a common theological orienta- 
tion. Closely conformable to this mode of inter- 
pretation is Prof. E. D. Adams' attempt to con- 
nect the historical development of the United 



States widi a succession of great national 

ideals, the origins of which are not explained^^ , 

XllS^ttefflpt to view human progress as directly ^^ 
correlated with the advances in natural sdence 
received its first great exposition in the writings 
of Cottdorcet and was revived by Comte and 
Buckle. Aside from the attention given to it 
by students of the history of science, audi aa 
Sarton, Tannery, Libby and Sedgwick, this 
I^ase of historical interpretation has been sadly 
neglected by recent historians, though Prof, i 
F. S. Marvin and Prof. Lynn Thomdike have 
recently shown its promising potentialities. It 
has been emphasized incidentally by Professors 
Lamprecht, Shot well and Robinson in their 
synthetic interpretation of history, but it re- 
mains the least exploited, and yet, perhaps, the 
most promising of all the special phases of 
historical interpretation. Its adherents claim 
a more fundamental causal importance than can 
be assigned to the economic interpretation, in 
that they contend thai the prevailing state of 
scientific knowledge and application will deter- 
mine the existing modes of economic life and 
activities. The main tenets of the an thro- ( 
pological interpretation, as well as an enumera- 
tion of its chief adherents. Have been provided 
above and may be passed over at tlus point 
The closely related sociological intepretation of "7 
history goes back as far as the Arab, Ibn Khal- 
dun; was developed by Vico, Turgol, Ferguson, 
Condorcet, Comte and Spencer; and has its 
ablesi modem representatives in Professor , 
Gid<Ungs of Columbia, Professor Thomas of 
Chicago and Professor Hobhouse of London. 
Professor Giddings admirably describes this 
theory as *an attempi lo account for the origin, 
structure and activities of society b;/ the opera- 
tion of physical, vital and psychical causes, 
working tof[elher in a process of evolution." 
As a genetic social science, it works hand in 
hand with cultural anthropolo^ in (he effort to 
explain ihe repeiition^ and uniformities in his- 
torical development and to formulate the laws 
of historical causation. Bui the latest, most o 
inclusive and most important of all types of 
historical interpretation, and the one which, 

Eerhaps, most perfectly represents the newer 
islory, is the synthetic or 'collective psycho- 
logical." According to this type of historical 
interpretation no single category of "causes* 
is sufficient to explain all phases and periods of 
historical development. Nothing less than the 
collective psychology of any period can be 
deemed adequate to determine the historical 
development of that age, and it is the task 
of the historian to discover, evaluate and set 
forth the chief factors which create and shape 
the collective view of life and determine the 
nature of the group struggle for existence and 
improvement. The most eminent leaders of 
this school of historical interpretation have 
beeti Professor Lamprecht of Leipzig; Pro- 
fessors Levy-Bruhl. pouill^, Seignobos and 
Durkheim of Paris; Professor Marvin of Lon- . 
don ; Professors Robinson and Shotwdl of 
Columbia University, and Professor Veblen of 
New Yoric Thdr general doctrine has gained 
particular acceptance in France, probably on 
accotul of the early and extensive development 
of social nsychology in that country. 

Even this brief and hasty review of a few 
of the more conspici-ous innovations in the de- 
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vdopment of bistoriogTaphy in the last century 
will convince the reader that the progress in 
this field has not been less than in the othei 
branches o{ human knowledge. It will serve 
to convey the full significance of Frederic Har- 
rison's statement that Freeman's cancei)tion of 
histcry as exclusively 'past politics" ignored 
nine-tenths of human history. A synthesis of 
the various modes of approach to die subject- 
matter of history must be the ideal of all 
future historians, but the ditHculties inherent in 
this endeavor will make it hard to be attained. 
" An attempt at a synthetic review of the de- 
vdopmeot of civilisation has been essayed by 
Professor Seignobos. A less complete, but a 
more stimulating and> su^estive outline has 
been supplied bv professor Marvin. An able 
and original, if not wholly objective, synthesis 
of the history of the modern world has been 



to indicate the significance of the 
revolution for the development of modern civil- 
ization is probably the best harbinger which has 
appeared of that synthetic tendency which must 
characterize the 'new history.^ Professors 
Robinson and Shotwell have lon^ ur^ed and 
predicted a larger synthesis of historical ma- 
terial. Whatever success daring individual 
scholars may achieve in this synthetic move- 
ment, it will be apparent that the history of 
the future must be more and more a co- 
operative work. The complete mastery of all 
the newer points of altauc will be denied to 
most individuals and each must contribute 
throng his own speciality. The understanding 
of this vital fact has contributed more than 
anything else to a growing spirit of mutual 
toleration and appreciation among the various 
"schools" of historians. In much the same way 
that the truth has been replaced by truth in 
recent years, so the histoni of various enthusi- 
asts has been supplant eel by a broader and 
sounder history. Again, in view of the fact 

I that it has now become apparent that the prog- 
ress of the human race in a cultural sense since 
ISOO has been greater than the advancement in 
50 or more preceding centuries, the supreme 
importance of modern history has come to 
be generally reec^nized, and the primary at- 
tention of the previous generation to medisval 
history has becoine a Ining of the past. The 
earnest labors of the mediaevalists cannot be 
deplored for they have furnished the younger 
generation of historical scholars with not only 
a sound methodologv, but also with the indis- 
pensable background for interpreting the origins 
of the modem age. Out of the labors of the last 
haif century has come a "new history* which 
will not only furnish a mental discipline for 
training in the methods of exact scholarship, 
but win also enable one to know (he past and 
interpret its significance. As Professor Robin- 
son has said: "The 'New History' is escaping 
from the limitations formerly imposed upon a 
study of the past. It will come in time con- 
sciously to meet our daily needs ; it will avail it- 
sdf of all those discoveries that are being made 
about mankind by anthropolo^sts ; economists, 
psychologists and sociologists — discoveries 
nhich during the last 50 years have served 
to revolirtionize our ideas of the origin, 
progress and prospects of our race. . . . History 
must not be regarded as a stationary subject 



wbirfi can only progress by refinitiB its 
methods and accumulating, criticizing, uid 
assimilating n«w material, but it is bound 
to alter its ideals and aims 'with the general 
progress of society and the social Sciences, and 
it will ultimately play an infinitely more im- 
portant role in our intellectual life than it has 
hitherto dooe." 
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Harry Bluer Barnes, 
Associate Professor of History. Clark Univer- 
sity. 
HISTORY, Ancient. In the ordinary use 
of the word, history is a record of past events 
and conditions as aetertnincd by tiie processes 
of investigation included in historical method. 
The history of manldnd treats not so much of 
individuals as of the progress and decline of 
communities and states with especial reference 
to morality, relt^on, intelligence, social organi- 
zation, economic condition, refinement and taste, 
government, and the peaceful and military re- 
lations of governments to one another fef. An- 
drews, 'Institutes of General History,' p. 3). 
Strictly there are no periods; the life of man- 
kind flows continuously, never wEolly chang- 
ing the dirertioD of its current at any dii.'^'tite 
time. But for the convenience of stndy Hi:- 
tor^ is more or less arbitrarily divided into 
penods, during each of which the resultant of 
changes in the life of manldnd, or of a particu- 
lar part of it, is supposed to be a determinable 
movement of progress or decline which the his- 
torian takes as characteristic of the period. 

The familiar division of general history 
into ancient, mediaeval, and modern may be ac- 
cepted as the most practical, though it is ex- 
ceedingly difficult to define diese long and com- 
plex ages. Most obvious is the geograriiical 
characteristic. Leaving out of account India 
and the farther East, which have contributed 
tittle to the piwress of the rest of the world, 
ancient history has to do (1) with the fertile , 
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